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Afghanistan proves something 


As these words are being written, the news 
has just come through that the last Russian 
soldier and tank have pulled out of 
Afghanistan. 

The subject of the Soviet withdrawal is of 
course big news, occupying a great deal of 
space in the papers and time on TV and radio. 
But in all this massive coverage there is no 
sign that the most important messages of 
Afghanistan have been digested, let alone 
understood. 

Here we have an empire of 270 million and 
supposedly the world’s greatest military 
power, having tried for nine years to subdue a 
small, poor and backward Third World nation 
and failed utterly to do so. 

The defeat by the Afghans of the might of 
the Soviet Union shows just what can be 
accomplished by a people who, though they 
may be lacking in technology or industrial 
resources, have retained their national pride 
and honour and their will to fight, at the cost 
of tremendous losses if need be, for the 
freedom of their country. 

A great deal of the fuel for the fighting 
spirit of the Afghans is of a religious nature. 
Afghanistan is an Islamic country. Islam, 
whatever we may think of it, has not 
succumbed to the softness and decadence of 
cutlook that has permeated the Christian 
West. There is none of the flabbiness of 
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liberalism in the Islamic faith, least of all of 
the sickly pacifist mentality that has infected 
Christians nearly everywhere. Some of us 
westerners look down our noses at Islamic 
‘fanaticism’, but without that fanaticism 
would the Afghans havé summoned up the 
fighting will and courage to resist the Soviets 
as they have? 

This is not an argument for the adoption of 
Islam by the western nations, anymore than it 
is an argument for the discarding by those 
nations of Christianity. 5 

It is simply an assertion of the fact that a 
nation with a powerful, militant and 
uncompromising faith, which combines 
religious fervour with a vigorous nationalism, 
can be a truly formidable force against any 
enemy, however large. 

Against this background, what are we to 
make of the declarations that a country like 
Britain, with more than a hundred times the 
resources of Afghanistan, is not ‘big’ enough 
or ‘powerful’ enough to survive this world 
while standing on its own feet and acting 
independently, and that it must therefore go 
running for protection into the arms of some 
larger bloc, whether it be the Atlantic 
Alliance or the EEC? 

Afghanistan has shown us the way. We 
should take note of her example. 


Now what price the Soviet 
‘threat’ to Europe? 


But Afghanistan’s victory has shown us 
something more. This is that it is an utter 
absurdity any longer to talk of a so-called 
Soviet ‘threat’ to the West and of the need for 
the western nations to integrate their forces 
under American command to resist it. 

For 43 years since the end of World War II, 
we have lived under the shadow of a gigantic 
myth: the myth that Soviet Russia would, and 
could, stage an armed invasion westwards 
across Europe were it not for the presence of 
America on European soil and the integration 
of the armed forces of most of the western 
nations under US leadership. 

This myth has caused enormous damage to 


Britain and her interests: it has made us 


subservient to America and unwilling to 


assert ourselves as a free and sovereign 
nation; it has also helped to persuade us that 
we cannot guarantee our future security 
except as part of an integrated Europe. 

This magazine has always exposed the 
myth for what it is — a myth, and nothing 
else. 

The latest Soviet debacle in Afghanistan 
underlines it. If the Soviets cannot subdue 
that nation, can it any longer seriously be 
claimed that she could subdue Western 
Europe, with or without America on the 
latter’s side? 

And does anyone imagine that the Soviet 
leaders are so crazy that, in the wake of 
Afghanistan, they would even try? 

Some will say that Soviet policy is now 
assuming a less aggressive stance under 
Gorbachev and glasnost. In fact Gorbachev 
and glasnost have nothing to do with it. 

There never was a Soviet plan to march 
westwards across Europe. America has 
always known it. Our leaders have always 
known it. 

They have simply created and sustained the 
myth of such a plan in order to further their 
own policies, which have been directed 
towards the dismantlement of the ancient 
European national states and their merging 
together under an international order — led 
by America only for the reason that America 
has become the headquarters of the 
international financial cabal promoting the 
policy and which will be its main beneficiary 
if it is brought to fruition. 

What has happened in Afghanistan has 
opened up a gaping great hole in this policy 
because it has firmly and conclusively 
demolished the theory giving backing to it. 

So, for two very important reasons, we 
have much reason to be grateful to the brave 
and tough Mujahideen of Afghanistan. 


Britain becomes a 
battleground in alien quarrels 


A contract has been put on the head of Mr. 
Salman Rushdie, the author of a novel called 
The Satanic Verses, which has incensed 
Muslims everywhere. Mr. Rushdie is an 
Indian living in Britain, one of many. The 
Ayatollah Khomeini of Iran has promised a 
reward to any Muslim anywhere who will 
bump Rushdie off. There are certain to be 
plenty of enthusiastic takers. Rushdie, 
knowing this, has asked for round-the-clock 
police protection, which he will of course get. 
This will tie down yet more of the already 
overstretched resources of Britain’s police. 
But this is not all. A short time ago there was a 
massive demonstration in Bradford 
comprising thousands of screaming Asians, 
at which a ritual burning of a copy of 
Rushdie’s book was carried out by a former 
Bradford Lord Mayor, Mr. Mohammed 
Ajeeb. Threats were made to W.H. Smith & 
Co. that their local shops would be attacked if 
they stocked copies of the book. Yet more 
police resources had to be expended on taking 
care of this little matter. 

According to W.H. Smith, the massive 
publicity given this affair has resulted in a 
huge demand for the book, and any shop 
selling it is going to be tempted by the 
prospect of big profits. At the‘same time those 
shops are likely to be the targets of demons- 
trations by angry Muslims and possibly of 


actual attacks by them. So the prospect is that 
police forces all over Britain will have to be 
deployed keeping a 24-hour vigil to protect 
these shops — and, bearing in mind how large 
W.H. Smith is, there are an awful lot of them! 

In the meantime there was a demonstration 
against Rushdie and his book in the Pakistani 
city of Islamabad. A number of people were 
killed. With folk like Mr. Mohammed Ajeeb 
whipping up the fury of Muslims in Britain, 
there is every possibility that there will be an 
escalation of demos here, with perhaps more 
people getting killed, or at least badly hurt — 


and with yet more police resources spent on: 


maintaining order and upholding the law. 

We are not against the Muslim faith — 
indeed in our comment on Afghanistan earlier 
in this column we have stressed its virtues. 

But we fail to see why our country should 
be made a battleground in a religious conflict 
that is none of our business, a conflict 
between warring religious factions none of 
which have anything to do with Britain. 

But we have of course become just such a 
battleground because we have living here in 
our country Mr. Rushdie, on the one hand, 
and a million or so Muslims on the other. 
Because of this alien presence on our soil we 
have been brought into a war that we want 
nothing to do with. In that war British 
property is under threat, the safety of British 
people is menaced, and British police are 
obliged to divert large resources away from 
their routine battle against mounting crime. 

And now gunmen are likely to be on the 
loose, searching the length and breadth of the 
land for the offending author of The Satanic 
Verses — with a very tempting reward 
of a million dollars offered to the one who 
succeeds. 

Such is multi-racial Britain in 1989. It’s a 
nice prospect, isn’t it? 


The ‘Guardian Angels’: what 
is their secret? 


Imagine this scenario: a group of young, 
white native Britons band together to form a 
vigilante group for the maintenance of public 
order and the protection of British citizens 
from muggers. They adopt military-style 
uniforms and hold sessions for special 
training in unarmed combat. They announce 
that they are going to perform policing duties, 
albeit that they take care to say that they wish 
to ‘co-operate’ with the official police. 

Can anyone see the authorities of this 
country tolerating such a development for 
five minutes? 

But fact is sometimes stranger than the 
products of our imagination. Just such a 
group of people has been formed, not by 
native Britons but by an American visitor to 
these shores by the name of Curtis Sliwa. Mr. 
Sliwa has for some time operated an 
organisation of the same kind across the 
Atlantic. He comes over here all dressed up in 
his fancy uniform and announces that he is 
going to form a vigilante group in this country 
for the same purpose as in the United States, 
to perform policing functions in public 
places, including public transport. 

We have laws in Britain which empower 
the Home Secretary to deny entry into this 
country to any foreign nationals whose 


presence here is considered to be possibly 


prejudicial to public order or public safety. 
But there is not a hint of these powers being 
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THE GUARDIAN ANGELS 
Why has the Home Office allowed them in? The picture explains 


applied against Mr. Sliwa & Co. Home 
Office officials just delay them for a short 
time to ask a few questions, and then they are 
let in. They are permitted to set up their 
vigilante organisation. In the meantime the 
matter is discussed extensively by the mass 
media, with the majority of media pundits 
speaking sympathetically of the group. The 
‘Guardian Angels’ are now operating in 
Britain, strutting around in their uniforms 
performing functions that should properly be 
performed by our own policemen. They have 
official blessing. 

What is the Guardian Angels’ secret? How 
do they get clearance, despite the fact that 
they are a foreign import, while any parallel 
British organisation comprising British 
people would be quickly slapped down? 

We know, of course. The Guardian Angels 
is a multi-racial group. Mr. Sliwa himself is 
Jewish; a number of his associates are 
Hispanics or Blacks. For the Home Office to 
have to placed obstructions in the way of their 
entry into this country would have been to 
invite the accusation that it was acting in a 
‘racist’ manner, and that wouldn’t do, would 
it? The Guardian Angels were allowed in and 
allowed to set up their vigilantes. Native 
Whites would never been thus allowed. 

None of this is to argue that Britain’s 
official police forces are today adequately 
manned or equipped for the task of preventing 
mugging on our public transport system, or 
anywhere else for that matter; they clearly are 
not, and there is therefore a very. good 
argument for the setting up of such citizens’ 
patrols — at least until such time as the source 
of the mugging epidemic has been properly 
tackled and that crime is reduced to 
proportions with which the police can cope. 

But the fact is that every suggestion in the 
past of such citizens’ patrols or vigilante 
groups has been firmly opposed by the 
powers-that-be and likewise opposed by the 
mass media. 

The Guardian Angels, on the other hand, 
have received both government and~media 
approval, if not unanimously then at least by 


vote of the majority. They are different, you. 


see — they are multi-racial and alien- 
imported. Such phenomena get special 
privileges and especially favoured treatment 
in the Britain of today. That is the key to the 
matter. 


By their own choice — 


not British! 


In recent times, The Daily Mail seems to 
have been trying to outdo all other papers in 
its efforts to ingratiate itself with the ethnic 
minorities and the multi-racialist lobby. 

Over the last month alone, it has run two 
series, lasting several days each, aimed in 
turn at the Asian and West Indian 
communities. The second of these was a 
collection of articles on boxer Frank Bruno, 
his white concubine (the two are not married) 
and their two half-caste children. This was 
preceded by a series of gushing articles on the 
Muslim community in Britain, written by 
Graham Turner. 

Mr. Turner really went to town in trying to 
convince us what an ‘immense boon the 
Muslims were to this country. He examined 
in turn their industry, their respect for the 
work ethic, their business skills, their firm 
morals and their high valuation of family life. 
Comparing this nostalgically with what the 
British once were, the writer was moved to 
expostulate to us at one point that the Muslims 
were in fact “‘more British than the British 
themselves’’! 

All this seemed to be developing towards a 
triumphant climax in which Mr. Turner 
would round things off in a grand finale of 
praise for the Muslims’ role in British society 
and a reiteration of how lucky we were to 
have them here. | 

But no! In the last of the articles, the writer 
confessed himself to be deeply worried about 
how things were turning out. Interviewing 
several young Muslims, most of them born in 
this country, he found that the majority did 
not even consider themselves to be British at 
all; instead, they identified themselves 
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mainly with their ancestral homelands: 

Pakistan, Bangla Desh, Iran or wherever. 
This surely comes as something of a let- 

‘down after all that has gone before. 


Everyone, it seems, wants the Muslims to be’ 


British except themselves! 

As for Mr. Turner, it might be an idea for 
someone to send him a new box of handker- 
chiefs, c/o The Daily Mail, for it is likely 
that his previous supply has now run out. 


Craven surrender by 
cricket bosses 


It was always predictable that the English 
cricket hierarchy would capitulate to the 
noisy demands of the coloured cricketing 
countries that new bans be applied against 
players in England found to have had links 
with South Africa. And so it proved. 

Hitherto, the cricket establishment had 
operated a ban on such players in respect of 
their eligibility for selection to the England XI 
or to MCC touring teams, but the ban had not 
applied to their participation in ordinary 
county cricket. The demand of the coloured 
cricketing nations was that this deficiency be 
made good and that the ban be extended to 
cover participation by such players in alll first- 
class cricket in England. 

In the years preceding, the cricket bosses 
had made it quite clear that they were not in 
favour of such a ban, which would in effect 
punish players excessively by depriving 
them, effectively, of their entire livelihoods. 
Pressure from the coloured lobby, however, 
had been intensifying, and this had included 
the threat of the coloured countries to boycott 
the English game if England’s cricket 
administrators did not give in. 

Had such a boycott been applied, it would 
most certainly have done enormous financial 
harm to the game in this country, in effect 
practically bankrupting it. At the same time, 
it was clear that the financial harm done to 
cricket in the West Indies, India and Pakistan 
by such a boycott would be far worse; their 
cricket was even more dependent on us than 
ours was on them. 

Had the cricket establishment in this 
country .consisted of men with backbone, it 
would have called the coloured countries’ 
bluff and stood its ground. Most probably, 
those countries would in that case have 
backed down from their demands. Even if 
they had not, however, and had the game of 
cricket suffered, in consequence, financial 
ruin, this would not have been too high a price 
to pay for doing what was right. And what 
was right was for the cricket establishment in 
England to stand by its original decision: that 
county players should not be blackballed for 
having contacts with South Africa. Financial 
ruin or not, the crisis would have only been 
temporary; the game of cricket would have 
survived, and in time new ways would have 
been found to make it economically viable. 

But, instead of standing their ground, the 
cricket bosses capitulated, cravenly and 
disgustingly. They imposed a four-year ban 
on any players in the county game in England 
found to have had links with South Africa. 
Even journalists like Ian Wooldridge, who is 
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as hateful opponent of South Africa as 
anyone, described this decision for what it 
was: a cave-in. English cricket, said 
Wooldridge, had ‘‘submitted to an act of 
blackmail.”’ 

The issue of course has ramifications far 
beyond the game of cricket. The Test & 
County Cricket Board, the body responsible 
for the capitulation, is still very much an old- 
school-tie establishment. Its members are 


Leaving aside for a moment the question of 
whether or not there is poverty in Britain — 
and we would claim that in fact there still is a’ 
great deal — is it not universally recognised 
that this country has become a moral cesspit, 
with drug-taking, pornography, adultery and 
the break up of families on the increase 
everywhere? And one only has to undergo an 
evening’s TV viewing, to realise that these 
tendencies are being positively encouraged, 


Former C-in-C Lord Bramall announces the climb-down by England’s cricket bosses. 
This is the man the Government chose to lead us in war, if it came to these shores! 


drawn predominantly from aristocratic and 
upper-middle-class backgrounds. These 
classes have demonstrated once again, as they 
have demonstrated so often in the past, that 
when faced with the anger and agitation of the 
Third World and its lobbyists in Britain they 
only know one instinct and one course: to 
retreat and to appease. These were the classes 
that surrendered an empire. They were the 
classes that surrendered to an alien invasion 
of Britain itself. Was it ever to be expected 
that they would do other than surrender to the 
wolf packs of the Anti-Apartheid fraternity? 

An interesting footnote: The MCC 


President who led the surrender was Field 


Marshal Lord Bramall. Until just three years 
ago this same gentleman was Commander in 
Chief of the British Army. Just how did such a 
specimen ever come to be appointed to such a 
post? And just what would have happened, 
during his tenure of the job, had Britain been 
confronted with: the prospect of armed 
invasion by a powerful and ruthless foe? 


Rebels without a cause 


The Church, so it was reported last month, 
is getting seriously worried that, in the 
allegedly affluent Britain of the 1980s, it is 
becoming somewhat superfluous. A number 
of high church dignitaries have confessed 
that, with not all that much poverty around, 
they are finding it increasingly harder to think 
of anything to say in protest against the 
wrongs of society. 

This, if true, is a quite fantastic admission. 
It is, in effect, a declaration that the Church 
sees evil only in material deprivation and 
finds nothing to get angry about in the field of 
declining human morals. 


rather than opposed, by those who control the 
main means of public communication and 
mould public opinion and taste. In addition to 
all this, there is the spread of homosexuality 
and the growth of the AIDS disease. Prolifer- 
ating everywhere are cases of child 
molestation and rape, the most hideous types 
of murder and the savage beating up of old 
people. Crime is at a level with which the 
police simply cannot cope, while hooligan 
behaviour in the streets and in the pubs is 
more widespread with every year that passes. 

And the leaders of the Church confess that 
they are concerned that they may be getting to 
the point where they have little to be angry 
about and little to do! 

What a commentary on the state of mind of 
our contemporary clergy! And what a 
reflection on the paucity of moral leadership 
in modern Britain! 


USSR: democracy no panacea 


According to a recent report by Angus 
Roxburgh in The Sunday times, Mr. 
Gorbachev is running into big trouble in 
Russia, because, after all the talk about 
perestroika, he simply is not delivering the 
goods. The economy has not become more 
efficient, vital commodities are still in short 
supply and queues are longer than ever. 

Most certainly Russia needed a shake-up 
which would combat inefficiency, but greater 
‘democratisation’ has so far not proved to be 
an effective means of achieving such a shake 
Tp. We guessed that this would turn out to be 
so, and this latest report confirms it. 

We will go further: we will predict that 
increasing chaos is going to come to Russia as 
the regime slackens its grip. 


WANTED: A NEW PHILOSOPHY 
OF LEADERSHIP 


A critique of some of the ancient military traditions and 
customs, by GARY GALLO 


THE ESSENTIAL PRINCIPLES of 
leadership are unchanging; and they can 
be applied in a military context, a political 
context or a business context. In 1973-74 I 
wrote a book entitled Cracks in the Shield: 
Toward a New Model Military. It was an 
analysis of what was wrong with the 
American military and how to fix it. 
Fortunately, as it turns out, I was unable to 
get the book published. I now do not want 
to see the American military reformed — 
better that it bumbles along until the 
system is overthrown. But some of the 
book deals with leadership, and _ this 
discussion is valuable to us even now. 
Below are excerpts from this unpublished 
manuscript which will help us understand 
the eternal principles of good leadership. 

Often it is easier to understand what should 
be done by looking at what should not be 
done. The first passages deal with the West 
Point approach to leadership — instilling fear 
and motivating through appeals to self- 
interest. 


Part II, Chapt. 1: The Long Grey Line 


The American social and political systems 
are based upon the concept of self-interest. 
Every society is founded on social and 
political myths, and in shortened form the 
American myth runs something like this: If 
everyone looks out for his own self-interest, 
everything will work out fine in the end. This 
implies that the individual is more important 
than the state. The value of a political 
myth can be judged by how well it helps a 
society or the members of a society to survive 
and prosper, both physically and psychol- 
ogically. It is not within the sphere of this 
book to determine the value of the American 
myth to our society; rather, this work will 
only attempt to evaluate the effects of the 
myth on the American military establish- 
ment. 

It is much more difticult for an American 
youth to adjust to a military way of life than a 
German youth, for eXample, who finds it 
easier to sacrifice his own well being for that 
of the nation because of his socialisation. The 
military is an instrument of the state, and as 
such it exists for the interest of the state. So, if 
the military is going to be a real and effective 
instrument, its members must be able to 
identify with the nation and must be willing to 
sacrifice themselves in every way for their 
country. This is enormously difficult for 
American soldiers to accept. The military 
ethic is essentially antithetical to the classical 


This article was first printed in THE 
NATIONALIST, organ of the National 
Democratic Front, PO Box 915, 
Washington Grove, Maryland 20880, 
U.S.A., and appeared under the heading 
of ‘NDF Applies Eternal Principles of 
Leadership’. We _ reproduce it here, 
notwithstanding disagreements on some 
points, because we think it raises issues of 
great importance in our approach to 
questions of national defence, whether in 
the United States or Britain. Following the 
article is one by our own Editor comment- 
ing on some of the themes dealt with by the 
writer. 


liberalism with which American children are 
indoctrinated. This being the case, the 
American military must counter-indoctrinate 
new recruits. this process results in a rather 
strange compromise which produces neither 
good citizens nor good soldiers. The military 
ethic demands loyalty and co-operation, but 
both of these concepts become perverted in 
our armed forces to serve individuals rather 
than the nation. 

When a young man enters West Point as a 
new cadet, one of the first slogans that is 
pounded into his confused brain is ‘‘Co- 
operate and Graduate!’’ This seemingly 
innocuous and very practical dictum illus- 
trates the dilemma the American military 
faces on the matter of loyalty. Co-operation is 
essential for the efficient operation of a 
military organisation, so the cadet must be 
compelled in some way to co-operate. This is 
done by appealing to the cadet’s prime 


WELLINGTON BEFORE THE BATTLE OF WATERLOO 


operating motive: his sense of self-interest. 
The cadet is exhorted to co-operate, not for 
the sake of his unit, the Army or the nation, 
but rather for his own sake — so that he will 
get through and graduate. It is assumed that 
the cadet has difficulty in conceiving of, and 
identifying with, abstract organisations such 
as the Army or the nation. Not only does the 
Academy assume this mode of thought, 
Academy training reinforces it. West Point 
places extraordinary emphasis on minutia and 
the accomplishment of small, meaningless 
tasks (it is called attention to detail). The 
cadet cannot relate the successful accomp- 
lishment of these tasks to any purpose greater 
than his own personal survival within the 
system. Everything is related back to self, 
rather than in the other direction, toward 
nation. The full implications of this doctrine 
will become clear as we continue... 


Part III, Chapt. 2: The Moulding of 
the Officer Corps 


(West Point’s) approach to leadership is 
very simple: a commander must maximise 
fear of himself amongst his subordinates in 
order that they will be unquestioningly 
obedient. The Tactical Department of the 
Academy is ashamed to propound such a 
primitive doctrine openly, but the cadet 
comes to understand what type of leadership 
the TD wants practised. There are other, more 
subtle and clever sub-themes on leadership 
used by the Tactical Department such as 
appeals to patriotism and duty, reward, 
mystique, social pressure, unit pride, use of 
examples and methods to divide and conquer 

Contd. overleaf 
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He was reputed to have once referred to his troops as ‘the scum of the earth’ 
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subordinates; but fear is the primary 
motivating force in the West Point scheme of 
leadership. The cadet learns this on his first 
day and is never allowed to forget it. 

The vast majority of the officers and cadets 
I met at West Point were frightened little men. 
They were afraid of both their superiors and 
their subordinates. They feared the punish- 
ment that their superiors could and would 
inflict upon them for behaviour that was out 
of line or for having improper attitudes. They 
also feared that their subordinates would be 
disrespectful, disobedient or uncontrollable, 
and this looked very bad and implied a leader- 
ship failure. Fear communicated itself up and 
down the line from the plebes to the 
Commandant and Superintendent and back 
down again. Only those who were indifferent 
to their own personal welfare within the 
system were not afraid. The Tactical 
Department equated fear with respect. 
Actually, it is very difficult to respect a 
frightened little man, no matter how much 
power he wields. 

The Academy rejects notions such as 
justice, community and legitimacy which 
would promote mutual respect amongst 
cadets. In Panzer Leader Heinz Guderian 
describes his life as a military cadet in 
Germany around the turn of the century: 
‘‘Our education in the cadet corps was of 
course one of military austerity and 
simplicity. But it was founded on kindness 
and justice.’’ There are two points of interest 
in Guderian’s statement. In the first place, it 
contradicts the image Americans have of 
German military schools being rigid and 
brutal. Secondly, Guderian’s description 
contrasts sharply with the reality of West 
Point, which is a rigid and brutal system. No 
cadet would characterise West Point as being 
‘‘founded on _ kindness,’’ and there is 
certainly no room for justice at the Military 
Academy. Cadets are encouraged by the 
Tactical Officers to use their power over other 
cadets capriciously, and they do. The object 
is to make the West Point experience as hard, 
bitter and painful for the cadet as possible — 
as this builds ‘character’ and ‘toughness’, or 
so it is thought. 

‘To illustrate the place that justice holds in 
the Academy system of leadership training, I 
will use an example the like of which occurs 
daily in a myriad of forms. As a plebe, this 
friend of mine was stopped while going out to 
parade by a small group of upperclassmen. 
The upperclassmen decided that it would be 
fun to see him spun around on his breastplate, 
so they ordered him to lie on the floor on the 
breastplate. They thea spun him around until 
the plate was sufficiently destroyed and then 
ordered him out to ranks. Once he arrived in 
ranks he was harassed by several upper- 
classmen for being late and for wearing a 
smashed breastplate to parade. When asked 
for an explanation, the plebe tried to explain 
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what happened, but he was immediately cut 
off and further harassed for not replying: ‘‘No 
excuse, Sir!’’ Plebes are allowed to give only 
four answers: “Yes, Sint’) “Noy Sirl’’, 
**Sir, I do not know!”’ or “‘No excuse, Sir!”’ 
The plebe knows he has a legitimate excuse, 
but he is forced to reply: *‘No excuse, Sir!”’ 
He is then punished for the offences which he 


did not commit. The plebe is of course’ 


embittered by this type of grossly unjust 
treatment, but he cannot strike out at anything 
until he is an upperclassman. When he 
becomes an upperclassman, he can and does 
lash out with great pent-up venom against 
lowerclassmen — the only reasonable target. 
Thus the system, built on fear and hatred, 
regenerates itself. A cadet who is treated 
unfairly usually has no inclination toward 
treating others fairly. He loses sight of justice 
as a concept and principle worth striving 
for... 


Part IV, Chapt. 5: Leadership 


A commander can hide nothing from his 
staff and immediate subordinates. They will 
know him as acommander, as a leader and as 
a man. A commander must have the respect 
and confidence of his subordinates if he is to 
draw the maximum effort from them. 
Knowledge and operational ability are the 
crucial factors in gaining the respect of 
subordinates, but there are other elements that 
are also important. Subordinates need not like 
a commander, but they must respect him as a 
man if they are to work effectively for him. 
They will not respect him if he is petty or 


vindictive, or if he lacks moral courage. The 


subordinate’s estimate of a commander drops 
dramatically when he sees him cringe before a 
higher ranking officer or sees him play the 
lackey. A commander will receive as much 
loyalty from his subordinates as he gives to 
them. A commander should fight for his 
people when they are right, and protect them 
from undue punishment when they are 
wrong. If a commander is cynical toward his 
subordinates, their loyalty towards him will 
consist of displays and wil! not be genuine. 
Mutual respect is the key to subordinate 
leadership. A commander must treat his 
subordinates with respect if he is to gain their 
respect. The leader expresses this respect in 
many ways. He addresses his juniors ina civil 
tone of voice and handles them courteously. 
More importantly, he does not interfere with 
their proper spheres of operation. He 


demonstrates his trust in their competence by 


allowing them to work under the guidance of 
general directives, rather than under the 
confines of specific orders which leave little 
room for individual judgement and initiative. 

The leader is responsible not only for the 
morale and discipline of his subordinates, but 
for their professional and __ intellectual 
development as well. The commander should 
teach his subordinates as much as he can in 
order to prepare them for higher posts. 
Teaching is the essence of good leadership. 
Through teaching, a leader demonstrates that 


he cares about the development of his. 


subordinates. This instruction should 
normally take place in informal and personal 
talks, and it should take place at every level of 
the organisation... A commander should 
constructively criticise his subordinates when 
they err, so that they understand why their 
action was a mistake. The criticism should 
take place in such a way so as not to 
discourage independent action. The 


commander should allow his subordinates to 


THE MODERN SOLDIER 
Officers should show him respect, says the 
author 
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learn from their own mistakes by letting them 
err as much as possible. Thus the leader 
should not interfere with his subordinates’ 
sphere when he sees mistakes committed 
unless the consequences of such a mistake 
will be very great. This takes enormous self- 
control on the part of the leader, but acting 
upon this principle is crucial to the develop- 
ment of subordinates at all levels... 

An important facet of leadership which 
does not fit directly under either mass or 
subordinate leadership is the relationship 
between officers and troops. The traditional 
attitude of officers toward their troops is 
summed up well in Wellington’s phrase in 
which he referred to his soldiers as *‘the scum 
of the earth.’’ Some armies have progressed a 
long way from the traditional relationship to a 
point where officers and troops feel 
emotionally close to one another and share 
great mutual respect; but as the fraggings of 
Vietnam indicate, the American Army is not 
one of them. There are several reasons for 
this. The American Army places great 
emphasis on the mental and physical 
separation of officers and troops. In this way, 
our military hopes to keep the troops in 
mystical awe of their officers... But unfortun- 
ately it does not work. Officers cannot hide 
behind pretence forever; the troops eventually 
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come to know the true abilities of their 
officers and respect or disrespect them 
accordingly. 

There is a rigid class structure in the 
American Army that tells the troops that, not 
only do they possess lesser responsibility and 
power, but they also possess lesser rights and 
privileges. Thus they are inferior human 
beings who do not deserve to rub elbows with 
officers and their families. On Army posts, 
officers live in separate housing develop- 
ments from the troops, and they eat in 
separate facilities and have separate clubs. 
The housing, food and entertainment for 
troops is always worse than those for officers. 
Even the uniforms of the troops are shabby 
and _ ill-fitted. The troops are constantly 
reminded that they are lesser beings. 

The class structure and separation of troops 
from officers is incredibily injurious to 
the morale, discipline and performance of the 
troops. Further, it limits the leadership 
effectiveness of the officers and often blinds 
them to the true state of morale in their units, 
because they are not close enough to the 
troops to know how they really feel. The 
performance of any soldier, no matter what 
his rank, depends on his self-confidence and 


self-esteem. American soldiers can be proud 
only in defiance of the system. Their general 
lack of self-pride makes them less effective 
soldiers. If American troops were treated like 
men, their morale would greatly improve and 
they would-want to contribute to the organ- 
isation. Discipline suffers when officers do 
not respect the dignity of their troops... 
Leadership is essentially a manipulative 
practice — that is, an officer handles his 
troops in certain ways to get the most out of 
them. But if the troops feel that they are being 
manipulated they will resent it and will react 
against their officers, and the purpose of 
leadership will thereby be defeated. The 
troops must believe that their officers really 
care for them. But in order for the troops to 
believe this the officers must genuinely feel 
emotional attachment to their men. If the 
officers put on a pretence of attachment 
without really feeling it, the troops will 
eventually see through the game and morale 
and discipline will suffer. The officers must 
feel real affection for their men, yet maintain 
an intellectual detachment which allows them 
to analyse the manipulative aspects of leader- 
ship and which allows them to sacrifice their 


troops for the common purpose. 

Officers can create an emotional bond 
between themselves and their troops by 
making possible a condition of psychological 
equality. That is, the distinctions between 
officers and men should be restricted to those 
which are militarily functional. Higher rank 
must have greater power to correspond with 
greater responsibilities. This is a military 
necessity. However, there is no military 
purpose for higher rank receiving greater 
privilege. All soldiers should be treated with 
at least that level of respect that is due to them 
as men, regardless of rank... 

If officers take the above attitude, they will 
not mind sharing the dangers and the 
hardships of their troops. They will eat the 
same food. live in the same facilities, bear the 
same weather conditions and suffer the same 
deprivations. Once the officers are willing to 
do this, the mental distance between 
themselves and their men will disappear and 
an emotional bond will develop. Officers will 
come to know and understand the real wants, 
needs, capabilities and limitations of their 
troops. They will better know what they can 
demand of their men and how to demand it. 


THE TRUE FOUNDATIONS OF 
MILITARY POWER 


No strong armed forces can be built on the edifice of a weak 
state, nation and people, says JOHN TYNDALL 


NATIONAL DEFENCE today eats up a 
mammoth portion of the governmental 
budgets of countries like Britain and the 
United States. In view of this, it would 
seem obvious that there should be a regular 
and careful stocktaking of our armed 
forces and what they are there for. Are we 
getting the benefits we should be getting 
from this enormous commitment of 
monetary and human resources? Are our 
forces of the standard that would be 
required for them to fight successfully in a 
major war? To what -extent do certain 
military traditions and conventions have 
an ageless, eternal application? And to 
what extent do they need to be changed to 
meet changing times? What, actually, are 
our armed forces there to defend? Are they 
defending our soil, our territory, our 
people, our national interests? Or are they 


simply defending certain political 
institutions, such as ‘democracy’ — or 
even more abstract concepts, like 


‘freedom’ or the ‘free world’? All these 
questions need to be asked by every nation 
of the contemporary West accustomed to 
investing large public funds in their 
military institutions. It is my opinion that 


such questions are not given anything like © 


enough consideration today. We debate 
various strategic and tactical theories 
involved in modern war. We argue the 
merits of this or that missile system, this or 
that tank or this or that fighter-bomber. 
But we do not argue the underlying 
purpose to which contemporary armed 
forces should be directed and deployed — 
that purpose is regarded more or less as 
above argument. 

The preceding article, by Mr. Gary Gallo, 
appeared in a magazine that was one of many 
that land regularly on my desk from all over 
the world. It immediately caught my interest. 
notwithstanding the fact that there was much 
in it with which to disagree. I suspect that Mr. 
Gallo was writing the article with an eye at 
least partially cocked in the direction of the 
activists in the political movement in which 
he is involved, in which case a great many of 
the rules of leadership he spells out are valid. 
In a wholly volunteer organisation, where 
anyone can walk out at any time he pleases, 
and where nearly everyone is unpaid, it is 
obvious that the velvet-glove method of 
leadership has a place of priority. One cannot 
therefore really quarrel with his assertion that 


superiors should at all times — well, nearly: 


all — speak to subordinates with courtesy and 


respect, that leadership involves, to a great 
degree, a manipulative process and that, aside 
from those matters that are functional to the 
organisation, leaders and led should coexist 
on a basis of equality. 


NECESSITIES OF WAR 


My own military experience, however, 
convinces me that not all of these rules can 
apply, realistically, to institutions of the 
armed forces — and this is particularly the 
case with any forces comprised mainly of 
men who are conscripted into service, as 
would be the position in forces prepared for 
the contingency of a major war. 

True, the Duke of Wellington was recorded 
as having referred to the troops under him as 
‘*the scum of the earth.’* Such a description is 
not exactly diplomatic, but we must 
remember that the Duke was speaking at a 
time when there were no mass media as we 
know them, and when hardly one in a 
thousand of his men was ever likely to be 
informed about his commander’s comments! 
We must also bear in mind that the men the 
Duke had to command in his numerous 
campaigns came from a great many and 
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varied backgrounds. British forces, which in 
Wellington’s time were always volunteers, 
largely comprised, by necessity, men for 
whom civilian life had such little attraction 
that service in the army was comparative 
bliss. It was inevitable that such an army 
should include in its ranks some of the lowest 
elements of the population. With men of this 
kind, no methods of discipline other than 
coercion and fear have ever been effectively 
devised. Today, with civilian life in the 
advanced countries being much easier and 
more comfortable, it is far less likely that such 
types will volunteer for military service; on 
the contrary, it is probable that those who do 
volunteer will be men powerfully motivated 
towards that service and, with one or two 
exceptions, of a generally higher type than 
much of the soldiery in Wellington’s day. In 
this case, some of the points made by Mr. 
Gallo concerning the maintenance of 
discipline through mutual respect between 
officers and men, and without recourse to 
some of the more brutal features of army 
training, would seem to be valid. 

Mr. Gallo is, however, forgetting one 
important consideration: countries which 
wish to be prepared for war of major 
dimensions cannot afford to rely solely on 
armed forces recruited by voluntary 
enlistment; they must be in a position to 
mobilise virtually the whole of the male 
population between 18 and 45 years old or 
even beyond. That requires conscription, 
which Britain abolished in 1960 and the 
United States some considerable time later. In 
Chapter 20 of The Eleventh Hour, headed 
‘Scenario of War’, I made clear my view that 
the restoration of compulsory military service 
in Britain was an absolute national necessity, 
not only from the standpoint of preparedness 
for contingencies of war but also from that of 
basic training for citizenship. What is valid 
for Britain would also seem to me to be 
equally valid for the United States. 


NEED FOR FIRM DISCIPLINE 


Universal military service would of course 
mean that vast numbers of men — probably 
the majority, indeed certainly the majority 
under present conditions — would be 
unwilling servicemen; they would not have 
joined if they had not been forced to do so. 
Many of them would of course adapt to sucha 
situation in a commonsense and realistic way, 
making the best of things and not kicking 
against the traces, as the saying goes. But 
there would most certainly be some lacking in 
this co-operative attitude and who would need 
to be brought to order by the maintenance of a 
very firm — indeed at times harsh — 
disciplinary code. 

And this would particularly be the case in 
the very early days of such men’s period of 
service, the days when they would be 
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The newspaper headline symbolises what they were fighting for. Would they have been as 
doing battle in pursuit of less tangible things? 
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subjected to basic training as servicemen. 
Such a disciplinary code would involve their 
being made to respond instantanously and 
unquestioningly to orders, quite regardless of 
whether they thought such orders right or 
wrong. 

I recall vividly my own experience when I 
reported for service as a gunner in the Royal 
Artillery at Oswestry barracks in 1952. The 
first two weeks consisted of one non-stop 
round of drilling, polishing and responding to 
orders, barked in the gruffest and most 
preremptory of tones and often accompanied 
by much gratuitous personal abuse. I did not 
enjoy it at the time, anymore than did anyone 
else. But it did not take me long to see that it 
was absolutely necessary. A soldier must 
begin by being ready to obey orders without 
question and without delay. Later indeed he 
may at his leisure examine the orders he is 
given and deliberate on their rights or wrongs. 
In this latter situation, he will naturally come 
to respect most those superiors who give 
orders founded on reason and _ logic. 
Nevertheless, the rule will still apply that 
orders must be obeyed quite regardless of this 
consideration; any military arm not governed 
according to such rules could not function 
effectively in wartime for five minutes. 
Therefore, instant obedience to orders 
(including orders that seem at the time to be 
pointless) is as much a requirement in the 
training of a serviceman as the whip is a 
requirement in the training of a hitherto wild 
young horse. 

For this reason, it is unavoidable that the 
environment endured by a soldier in his very 
earlier training is one which, by comparison 
with civilian life preceding it, will seem at 
times to contain elements of brutality. The 
particular example cited by Mr. Gallo 
concerning the man at West Point who was 
spun around the floor on his breastplate 
constituted perhaps an extreme case and one 
where the rigours of army training exceeded 
reasonable bounds of justice. However, we 
should not be deluded into imagining that it is 
ever possible in military institutions — and 
particularly those involved in making soldiers 
out of raw recruits — can ever conform to the 
same criteria of justice as we take for granted 
in civilian life. The regime needs to be hard 


and tough, and the recruit has to be imbued 
with the idea that he must stand on his own 
feet and sometimes take unpleasant blows — 
without being able to run to Mummy or 
Daddy for protection. Just occasionally, in 
the creation of such an environment there are 
going to be abuses; it is never easy to draw the 
line. The fellow who was forced to arrive late 
on parade with his breastplate damaged and 
then was unfairly bawled out, and perhaps 
punished, for something that was not his 
fault, no doubt felt very badly treated at the 
time, but he probably suffered no permanent 
harm through the experience — it might also 
have taught him that in a man’s world there is 
no substitute for fighting one’s own battles. 


THE NATIONAL BACKGROUND 


Arguments concerning military discipline 
will of course always revolve around the 
question of where, exactly, to draw the line. 
The need for some degree of coercive power 
to be exercised over servicemen by their 
superiors, particularly when they are 
‘rookies’ putting on uniform for the first time, 
is hardly in dispute. What will always be 
disputed is the question of just how this 
coercive power should go and just how far 
forces should rely on a spirit of glad and 
willing co-operation between subordinates 
and superiors? This will be a question which, 
I submit, must rest on varying circumstances 
and over which, in consequence, we would be 
wrong to generalise too much. 

A great deal would seem to me to rest on 
the basic attitudes which recruits to the 
services bring with them when they join, and 
these in turn will owe much to the type of 
civilian background from which they come. 
To some extent, the attitudes will vary 
between one individual and another 
according to his innate quality as a person, 
and this must be taken into account by those 
responsible for enforcing service discipline; 
the higher the basic calibre of man the 
superior is dealing with the more he can 
reason with him and appeal to the better 
instincts within his character; the lower the 
type, on the other hand, the more the power of 
coercion and pure fear has to be employed. 

But none of this alters the fact that the 
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general average of attitudes displayed by 
recruits to the armed forces in any country is 
likely to vary a great deal according to the 
national climate prevailing in the country 
concerned, that is to say the attitudes 
imparted to recruits as part of their pre-service 
background: their upbringing, their 
education, the influences to which they have 
been subjected in the civilian society from 
which they have come. It is in this area that I 
feel that Mr. Gallo has made the most 
thought-provoking, and indeed valuable, 
contribution in his article; and it is the primary 
reason why I have felt that the article deserves 
republishing in our columns. 


SELF-CENTRED SOCIETIES 


The writer makes a vital point when he 
speaks of the national ethos, the national 
‘myth’, as it were, of the United States being 
founded on a spirit of self-interest. Exactly 
the same is true of Britain, which should not 
be a matter of surprise bearing in mind that so 
much of the ideology underlying the 
Constitution of the United States was taken 
from the catechism of 18th Century Liberal 
Democracy in Britain, with its obsessive 
emphasis on the rights and welfare of the 


individual and its downgrading of those of the’ 


state. 

Mr. Gallo contrasts the national ethos of 
America to that of Germany, stating the 
difference as a reason why the young 
American finds it much more difficult to 
adjust to a military way of life than young 
Germans. I am not clear whether he has in 
mind the Germany of today or the Germany of 
World War II and the period preceding it. 
Most certainly his observation would be 
correct in the latter case, but to some degree it 
might apply in the former too. Even in 
‘democratic’ Germany, as indeed in many 
continental European nations including 
France, upbringing and education tend to 
place a greater emphasis on the individual’s 
duties as a member of his or her community 
than is the case in English-speaking 
countries, where there is a deep-rooted 
tradition which sees the state and the nation as 
entities created by necessity to serve the 
individual in an almost wholly one-way 
traffic of obligations and responsibilities. 
Hence, the use of the phrase ‘socialisation’. I 
do not think that the writer meant in this case 
quite the same thing as ‘socialism’ as we 
understand it. We might see a ‘socialised’ 
people as being a people with a strong sense 
of community and a belief that the welfare of 
that community was of higher priority than 
the individual within it — notwithstanding 
that such a community may employ many 
social and economic policies that were the 
opposite of ‘socialist’. I have always believed 
that this continental European concept of 
society and the individual’s relationship to it 
is a sounder and better one than the Anglo- 
American concept, in which the individual is 
seen as king over all. Yet today, in the climate 
of Thatcherism, we are moving, not nearer to, 
but further from this concept of an integrated 


and mutually interdependent _ society. 
Thatcherism, and its equivalent on the 


‘American ‘new right’, favours a national 
ethos of ‘everyone for himself’. Mr. Gallo is 


therefore undoubtedly right when he says that 
a great many young men enter the American 
armed forces with an attitude in which self- 
interest is the dominating motive, and that 
disciplinary procedures within those forces 
therefore require to be oriented very largely 
towards appealing to the serviceman’s sense 
of self-interest: he must be made to believe 
that he will help himself by ‘co-operating’ 
and that he will harm himself by not doing so. 
Such is the rule upon which discipline and 
order rest. Mr. Gallo is perhaps being a little 
unfair on the American military by 
condemning it for this, because that military 
is, after all, obliged to work with the human 
material supplied to it by the civilian society 
that is, not the civilian society that perhaps 
ought to be. 


THE ROLE OF NATIONALISM 


It should hardly need stating that the 
highest sense of communal spirit is most 
likely to be present in a society in which a 
strong climate of patriotism is present, not 
only permeating the armed forces but also 
being felt throughout the whole of the 
remainder of society. Such a climate of 
patriotism is going to be best achieved in a 
society whose thinking is fundamentally 
national. In the times in which we live, 
‘patriotism’ is still just about permissible, but 
‘nationalism’ (unless it is non-white) is 
definitely not permissible. For myself, I have 
always seen ‘patriotism’ as meaningless 
except as the product of nationalism, and it is 
certainly true to say that a society dedicated to 
national values will be the kind of society in 
which patriotic spirit asserts itself with the 
greatest force. 

In the ranks of British Conservatism today 
we can see the signs of a continually 
frustrated quest for some kind of social ethic 
that will deter people from crime and 
immorality, yet that very same Conservatism 
obliges itself to reject the very formula so 
necessary for the realisation of the ethic it 
desires; it places emphasis on the almost 
absolute sovereignty of the individual, to the 
virtual exclusion of society as a whole, and in 
addition to that it repudiates the very 
nationalism alone through which society as a 
whole can achieve cohesion and meaning. 
Much the same is true of the kind of society 
that has evolved in the USA. 

All this constitutes an extremely unfavour- 
able environment from which to recruit young 
men into the armed forces in either country. 
As Mr. Gallo states, such young men enter 
the armed forces from an individual-centred 
society. The forces, on the other hand, are an 
institution of the state — an entity that the 
young man has been taught to hold in low 
regard. Of the idea of service to the state, to 
the nation, he has little understanding; his co- 
operation must therefore be sought ~ by 
appealing, as Mr. Gallo says, to his self- 


interest and to his self-interest alone. 
Obviously, in such an environment the need 
for coercive discipline — as distinct from the 
kind of discipline practised because of belief 
in its necessity — is going to be the only type 
that will work. 


TRYING TO CREATE ORDER 
OUT OF ANARCHY 


But there is more to it than that. British and 
American youths come to the armed forces 
from societies in which any kind of discipline 
is virtually non-existent. Almost from the 
cradle they have been encouraged to believe 
they can do almost anything they damned 
well like. Is it any surprise that to such youth 
the transition from this environment to one of 
discipline and order is a transition extremely 
hard to endure, and one which most certainly 
would never be undertaken except under the 
duress of coercion and fear? And this would 
be doubly so if our armed forces relied, as 
they would have to do in war, on mainly 
conscripted manpower. Today in Britain and 
the United States men join the armed forces 
because they want to. That at least makes it 
probable that a reasonably high proportion 
have contemplated the disciplined life they 
expect to lead as servicemen and accept it as a 
price worth paying for doing the job they 
desire to do. This would not be the case with 
forces recruiting most of their members by 
compulsion, so that the difficulties involved 
in imbuing such forces with a reasonable 
degree of discipline and respect for authority 
would be almost beyond imagination. 

In short, both British and American 
society, aS constituted today, provide a 
terrible background for the building of 
effective armed forces of the size necessary 


for national survival in any major war. 


A QUESTION OF MANHOOD 


Newspapers in Britain last month carried 
prominent stories on two consecutive days 
concerning incidents involving violent thugs 
on railway trains (in both cases black). In 
each incident the thugs were able to get away 
with attacking and robbing people despite the 
fact that there were more than enough law- 
abiding passengers present to deal with them. 
In one of the incidents, two plain-clothes 
policemen did tackle the thugs but could not 
apprehend them because no members of the 


-public went to their aid. The latter just sat 


there too petrified to move a muscle. Some of 
them of course might well have been women 
or elderly folk, but it is reasonable to assume 
that some others were perfectly able-bodied 
males. 

These stories are of course sad comment on 
the ‘manhood’ of the men present, but they 
are generally accepted, as are countless 
stories of the same kind from Britain and 
America, as a sign of the times. The matter 
does, however, open up the whole question of 
what forces there are in the human psyche 
which compel men in such situations to act in 
a courageous way or in a cowardly way, as the 
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case may be. And this question is one that it is 
vital for us to understand if we are to be a 
nation fit to survive ever again in wartime. 

It is not saying anything particularly 
original to state that the capacity for fear, 
physical as well as moral, exists in all of 
us. What prompts men, usually, to act 
courageously in situations calling for courage 
is not absence of fear; it it simply the fact that 
fear of the consequences of acting 
courageously is less than fear of the 
consequences of acting with cowardice. 

The commanders of armed forces 
understand this of course, and that is one of 
the most basic reasons for the necessity of 
discipline: men must be made more fearful of 
punishment for shirking battle than of the 
physical risks involved in facing it. 

But this is not all. Alongside the fear of 
punishment, perhaps court martial, for not 
facing the enemy are other fears: the fear of 
the contempt of one’s comrades in battle, of 
general ostracism by them, of letting the side 
down. But perhaps beyond this there is an 
even greater fear: the fear of having to live 
with oneself, of coming to terms personally 
with the fact that one has acted as a coward, of 
the loss of one’s own self-respect. These 
forces inside men, as well as the simple need 
to obey orders from above and avoid 
disciplinary punishment, impel most of them, 
when faced with physical danger in wartime, 
not to flee from that danger but to cope with it 
and fight. 

But for such forces to be present within the 
human character some kind of prior 
ingredients must exist in the first place. A 
man contemplating an act of cowardice in 
battle is deterred by the thought of the 
contempt and ostracism he would invite from 
his comrades in arms — only as long as he 
expects them to be governed by different 
impulses, only when he expects them to be 
men who will think and act courageously. 

If such a man detects in his comrades the 
same spirit of cowardice as prompts him, and 
therefore anticipates that his own cowardly 
response to the dangers of battle will be no 
different to that of the majority of his fellows, 
the deterrent against cowardly action on his 
own part will be that much reduced. 

Then what of the question of such a man 
‘living with himself’? Would he be able to 
come to terms, in his own mind and heart, 
with the realisation of having been yellow? 
That would depend very much ou the kind of 
values to which he had been accustomed, the 
basic ethos that was normal in the society 
from which he had sprung. A voice inside him 
might say: ‘‘Shirking battle isn’t cowardice; 
it’s common sense!’’ Indeed, instead of 
thinking in terms of such words as 
‘cowardice’ he might prefer to use words like 
‘discretion’ or ‘caution’. If he is the product 
of a society in which, for convenience’s sake, 
cowardice had come to be described as 
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‘discretion’ or ‘caution’, or even 
‘moderation’, he might not find it difficult to 
rationalise his refusal to stand up to the enemy 
by adhering to those terms of reference. If his 
mates were of similar mind, this reaction 
would be all the more easier. By running from 
the firing line, he would not be a coward, he 
would simply be ‘acting sensibly’. 

In these circumstances, only a man’s fear 
of his superior officer is likely to act as a brake 
on his inclination to take the cowardly way 
out. But what if that superior officer is 
himself infected by the same spirit of 
cowardice? What if he is unprepared to give 
his men the order to stand firm and face the 
enemy, and bring the full weight of his 
personality and disciplinary powers down on 
any who show the inclination to disobey? 
Then even that deterrent against cowardly 
behaviour in wartime, the deterrent of a 
coercive discipline, is absent. In such a 
situation an army might as well pack up and 
surrender, for all the use that it will be! 

Of course, in any military unit there will be 
men whose reserves of courage will be less 
than those of others. Here the pressure of 
conformity is an important one: the man who 
might, on his own, be inclined to run will find 
that this inclination does not grip the majority 
of his comrades and he will be borne along by 
their fighting spirit, finding extra courage by 


the infection of their courage — always 
assuming that the spirit of cowardice is not 
general. 


But when there is a general spirit of 
cowardice, and when even the senior officer 
present, is plagued by this spirit, there will be 
no fight, no resistance; the enemy, even if he 
possesses inferior force, is certain to prevail. 
Numerous situations of that kind befell Italian 
forces in World War II. 


NO-ONE WANTS TO BE FIRST 
INTO ACTION! 


So we come back to the men in the railway 
train. One can imagine each of them wrestling 


with his conscience. **Should I get stuck in? . 


Should I fight back?’’ he would be thinking. 
And no doubt he was assisted in making his 
decision in this respect by thought, and sign, 
of what the other men around were likely to 
do. ‘*What is the use of having a go if lam the 
only one?’’ was a thought that no doubt was 
striking each of those sat there. And each, in 
the outcome, decided that he would not be the 
only one. The result was that the thugs won! 
Such is the John Bull breed of 1989. 

But in different circumstances and 
different times, in times when manhood was 
something held by our society in high esteem, 
a different state of affairs would have ensued. 
At least one, or maybe two, of the men 
present would have said to themselves: ‘‘To 
hell with the question of whether I am the only 
one! My own personal pride and self-respect 
— indeed my pride of race! — will not permit 
me to sit passively here while such thuggery is 
going on.’’ And that one or two would have 
bounded into action and grappled with the 
thugs. Almost certainly, most of the rest 


would have followed, not wishing to be seen 
shirking the issue while their fellows waded 
in. The thugs would have been overpowered 
and a crime would have been prevented. 

But Britain, and from all accounts 
America, are today countries in which that 
spirit of manhood has been largely lost. The 
number of males who would act as a self- 
respecting male should act in such situations 
have become small minority. And we are 
paying for the consequences. The 
consequences today are that the violent 
criminal is getting away with it far too often. 
What will be the consequences at some time 
in the future when we are at war again, 
fighting for our lives as nations? 


THE VALUE OF PRIDE 


What then is going to be the ingredient that 
will restore manhood to nations that have 
largely lost their manhood? I submit that the 
first ingredient must be pride — pride in 
oneself as an individual, as a man, but also 
something more than just that: pride in the 
community one respresents — one’s nation, 
one’s race! 

The upbringing of the average young 
Briton or American today is the worst 
possible one for the nurturing of these 
attributes, as I will not need to explain to the 
average reader of this article. Every 
influence, in school, in the church, from the 
mass media, militates against pride, whether 
personal or national and racial. And this is 
going to remain the position until we are 
prepared to grapple with all these institutions 
— the institutions of education, of religion 
and of mass communication — and reform 
them radically, compelling them to promote 
new values, new standards, new ideals. 
These must include _ inculcation of 
nationalism and patriotism and also of a 
sense of community above self, a sense that 
the individual has certain obligations to the 
society of which he or she is part, in the case 
of males this including the obligation to 
defend and fight for his nation in times of war 
and to undergo the training necessary for him 
to do these things effectively. 

Until such a time comes when these 
reforms are carried out, countries like Britain 
and America will, in my submission, be 
fighting a losing battle both in their efforts to 
maintain effective armed forces and in their 
endeavours to maintain any kind of ordered 
society on the home front, with crime, 
violence and immorality kept down to 
reasonable levels. Both these societies, and 
others like them in the western world, are 
likely only to progress (if that be the word) 
towards further disintegration. And of course 
military defeat, at some time in the future, 
however far off and remote it may seem at the 
moment, will inevitably be the ultimate 
consequence. 

In The Eleventh Hour I wrote (Chapter 
12):- 


** In the end, the brutal laws of survival 
assert themselves in the affairs of mankind, 
as in those of the animal world: tribes and 
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societies with the attributes of health, 
strength and cohesion which come from 
living by disciplines and rules will conquer 
and drive from the face of the earth those 
which have become just aggregates of 
individual units, each following his own 
selfish whim and desire. We may 
rationalise until kingdom-come in favour of 
the ‘freedom’ for every vile and obscene 
tendency in our cultural life; such rational- 
ising will not avail us when we have been 
driven out of existence or into servitude by 
stronger, more disciplined cultures which, 
so long as we continue in our present ways, 
will be destined by the unalterable laws of 
nature to supersede us and consign us to the 
dustbin of perished civilisations. ”’ 


Later, in Chapter 20, headed ‘Scenario 


War’, I wrote:- 


*‘A nation in which the dominant cultural 
and intellectual climate is hostile to the 
whole idea of national self-defence and 
derides the military hero as a comical 
anachronism (when he is not actually cast 
in the role of a dangerous evil) may as well 
dispense with what armed forces it has and 
offer up the national estate to the first 
bidder.”” 


And further on in the same chapter:- 


‘I believe that so much of present 
discussion on the subject of defence 
amounts to a putting of the cart before the 
horse. The discussion is of how to achieve 
an effective defence capability in complete 
isolation from the civilian society that is the 


of 


font of our military strength. It is assumed 
that that society cannot, indeed should not, 
be changed. Questions of defence therefore 
revolve around how to get the best out of 
this fundamentally unfavourable national 
situation, working around, and in spite of, 
the widely prevalent pacifist spirit and 
conscience that rule so much of our national 
life — trying, as it were, to extract the silk 
purse of effective armed forces from out of 
the sow’s ear of a society given up largely 
to the acceptance of decadence. 

“‘T believe that we in Britain will not 
achieve the defence capability that we must 
achieve for survival in this and the next 
century — unless we begin getting our 
priorities in the right order: we have to build 
a society fit to survive, and then from out of 
that recruit the manpower and formulate the 
Organisation necesary to meet the 
contingencies of war.”’ 


THE LAWS THAT WILL GOVERN 
SURVIVAL IN THE 
COMING CENTURY 


The 21st century will be upon us before 
very long. There is no reason to doubt that it 
will be a tough, competitive, and very 
probably violent, century — just as the 
present one has been. " 

In this coming century, nations whose 
ideals and watchwords are those of 
‘democracy’, ‘individual freedom’, ‘human 
rights’ and ‘the pursuit of happiness’ are not 
likely to be able to compete, either in peace or 


in war, with those dedicated to more solid and 
tangible values, such as ‘fatherland’, ‘folk’ 
and ‘duty’. Young men brought up to believe 
in the latter concepts will be a hundred times 
better material for moulding into soldiers — 
and indeed into servants of their nation of any 
kind — than their counterparts bred and 
raised in the pampered climate of ‘liberalism’ 
— leaderless, self-centred, physically and 
mentally soft, unaccustomed to discipline and 
wholly lacking in powerful ideals or goals. 

Youth reared in an effeminate culture 
which regards the ‘rights’ of homosexuals as 
more important than the responsibilities of 
national defence, and which declines to 
submit the young, from early age, to a 
regimen of physical hardness and danger, will 
indeed succumb before the victorious march 
of races that are faithful to the eternal laws of 
group survival and train their men to be men 
and their women to face up to the obligations 
of womanhood. 

If there is some substance in the view that 
the Battle of Waterloo was won on the playing 
fields of Eton, it is certainly true that the great 
struggles of the future are going to be won or 
lost in the battle of ideas at present raging in 
our once dominant and proud, but now 
submissive and guilt-ridden western world. 
Will we be able to fight and win the wars of 
the future? Before we can answer that 
question, we must first resolve the question 
that precedes it: will we be able to rediscover 


things really worth fighting for? 


GENETICS AND CULTURE IN A 
RACIAL NATIONALIST STATE 


Part 2 of a three-part essay by TONY WELLS 


EDITOR'S NOTE: It is necessary to reiterate briefly what was 
stated in the introduction to Part I of this essay: that the essay is 
printed as a contribution to debate on a subject we consider of 
vital importance, not as the exact blueprint for a policy to be 
adopted by a political party.. The broader aims of the writer of 
the essay meet with firm editorial agreement, but over some 
matters of detail concerning the means there are some differ- 
ences of opinion between this Editor and the writer. 


EVOLUTION urges life upward, to greater complexity, 
increased consciousness, more intelligence. That is the eternal 
organic law. Evolution does not produce a species and stop at 
that; either the species itself continues to evolve, or it is left 


‘behind and becomes extinct, while advancement continues 


elsewhere. 

If the dinosaurs had had any choice in the matter, they would 
have regarded themselves as an. ideal and would have kept 
themselves in continued existence, even if that had meant 
preventing the eventual emergence of Man. Likewise, Neanderthal 
Man would no doubt have preferred not to have been exterminated 
by Cro-Magnon Man, modern Man’s direct ancestor. It is lucky for 
us that evolution is not a sentimental or weak process. If the 
imperative of our age is for us to take over from nature and 
consciously direct our own evolution, then we must be neither 
sentimental nor weak. 


Abortion 1s something over which we should be neither 
sentimental nor weak. Currently, nationalists take an anti-abortion 
stance — for the very sound reason that most aborted babies are of 
sound racial stock and are therefore a loss to us genetically. But I 
suggest that in a racial nationalist state we might find that it is 
necessary for us to take a less generalised view. Certainly, we 
should continue to oppose abortion where it concerns children in 
this racially sound category; at the same time we should be 
prepared to consider abortion as a socially desirable practice in 
cases where the would-be children were, for one reason or another, 
known in advance to be unsound from the genetic point of view. 
Today, the ‘Right-to-Lifers’ and other various moralists appear to 
be ready to worship anything that pops out of the maternal womb. 
But the fact is that abortion could be a very useful device to spare a 
racial nationalist society from being afflicted with the deformed 
and the mentally inadequate. Therefore, if a nationalist society 
were serious in its desire to improve its genetic stock abortion is 
something that should very seriously be considered as a means to 
that goal. This will be discussed further later on in this essay. 


THE NEW CULTURE 


Within the new racial nationalist state our moral and cultural 
values would definitely have to change. A new culture would have 
to arise which would, as previously said, sustain and encourage our 
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genetic advancement. Naturally, new moral restraints would need 
to be developed to maintain the new cultural ethos. 

Put quite simply, the only good morality would be that which 
aids race survival. Anything which militates against race survival, 
against our genetic advancement, should be cut out from our 
society and culture and discarded. 

So far, nationalists should be pretty much agreed. Agreed to is 
that a new culture should be based on truth and not intuitive moral 
values. This leads us to Cattell’s moral theme in his book 
Beyondism, mentioned earlier. Since truth is derived from 
science, then science should form the bedrock of the culture. 

Until now, ‘truth’ and ‘morality’ have been drawn principally 
from religion and the arts. Moral truth drawn from logic has always 
languished in a poor third place. There are reasons for this, both 
historical and social, but religion and the arts have held sway 
principally because of emotional factors: fear, pity, love or pious- 
sounding pompous noises. 

The main problem of founding a new culture on science, pure 
and unspoilt as it is, is that by its pure nature it is liable to be viewed 
as impersonal, sterile and cold. Human nature demands emotional 
satisfaction, and can best find this in the arts and religion. A major 
obstacle in embracing science as the basis of a morality and a 
culture is its assault on the vanity of the individual. The 
individual’s ‘right’ to a loving God, his immortality, his claim to 
equality in God’s eyes, his notion that Man is made in God’s image 
and that Man, as such, is lord of creation in whom no further 
change or improvement is necessary — all these sentiments are 
liable to be offended by the science-based culture and morality that 
are being proposed. 

With no God, Man would have to learn to succour himself. Any 
‘self-fulfilment’ or ‘self-realisation’ would be accomplished by the 
integrating of the individual with something greater than himself, 
such as the race, creation or the universal natural order. Anything 
else is mere self-indulgence. Man will be seen, in this ethos, to 
have no personal immortality; the only immortality would be that 
of his genes, which it would be his duty to pass on to succeeding 
generations pure and intact. The highest contributions towards the 
racial culture would of course have an immortal element, and 
through these their creators would, in a sense, be immortal — but 
here we are speaking only of exceptional individuals, not of every 
member of the common multitude. 

Because morality is based upon emotional values, those 
emotional values will have to be moulded by science to achieve a 
new higher, truer morality. The probability is, however, that the 
human mind as presently constituted is not yet adequate to the task 
of controlling emotion. Logically, therefore, our aim must be to 
change the human mind so as to fit it for this task. 

Once racial nationalism, aided by science, has put the nation’s 
morality on a sound footing, we would be faced with the decision of 
what to do with those institutions that have provided the main 
foundations of the old morality, of which the principal one is of 
course the established church. There will be many who will feel 
that the traditions of the church form too integral a part of our native 
culture for these just to disappear. If they are to be preserved, 
however, the church must adapt itself to the needs of the new 
morality, and in that event must be ready to embrace new values, so 
as to satisfy the emotional and spiritual needs of our people. 
These values must be compatible with the survival needs of White 
Western Man. They must be in harmony with his racial conscious- 
ness — because a creed totally divorced from his experience will be 
perceived by him as alien, and will consequently be rejected. The 
new values must therefore be tailored around the British racial 
experience, incorporating a folk feeling unique to the Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic peoples. Such a folk feeling and racial consciousness 
must be instilled into our people, for at present it is so desperately 
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lacking — not only in Britain but among people of our race the 
world over. At the same time, the values that are part of this folk 
feeling should not be-exclusive to Britain; they should be such that 
they can be absorbed by the people of Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 
countries elsewhere, Australia and New Zealand for example. 


THE NEW VALUES 


There must be an adequate number of moral values to give 
direction to society, while not so many as to confuse it. It will also 
be necessary, as it is whenever new moral values are adopted, to 
support eugenic measures and new moral restraints with whatever 
legal action is necessary to curb the recklessly anti-social. 
Additionally, the new morality cannot permit countless reinterpret- 
ations of itself. Moral values should be changed only when 
scientific research produces new facts justifying such changes. But 
above all, we should think and act in accordance with the statement 
made by Nobel prizewinner Dr. Francis Crick: ‘‘Science in 
general, and natural selection in particular, should become the 
basis on which we are to build the new culture.”’ 

There is existing today a very substantial lag between the moral 
standards enshrined in our culture and the nature of Man as 
presently constituted, and this lag is principally the product of an 
unsatisfactorily low genetic level — Man has indeed probably not 
evolved upwards genetically for at least 2,000 years! While we 
await the genetic improvement needed to shorten this lag, high 
cultural pressure levels will have to be used to force Man closer to 
the cultural values which we set as ideals. We must therefore aim 
for as high a level of cultural pressure as our people, at their present 
stage of evolution, can absorb. 

We should be careful, however, to ensure that emotional needs 
and cultural and political expressions be registered by social 
seismographs and that ways be found to soothe any momentary 
discontent while we continue to pursue the desired genetic goals. 

Leisure and the lack of hardship in the education of modern 
adolescents tend to make those adolescents less productive, less 
dedicated and less disciplined members of society. Any 
programme of biological reform must place youngsters in an 
environment where their fitness to be members of the society we 
envisage is put rigorously to the test. This type of environment may 
be achieved in a number of ways, but one obvious necessity for 
young males is National Service — which, apart from its value in 
respect of the aims mentioned, would increase the strength of our 
armed forces. As far as young females are concerned, the needs of 
such testing are equally great — though the means employed would — 
need to be different; there certainly is a case for the conscripting of 
young girls into a nationwide organisation providing them with 
training suited to women’s role in society. 

Such a programme will of course function smoothly and 
beneficially for society when that society is fully won over to 
acceptance of the basic goals of racial nationalism. Debate on 
issues will then simply revolve around the question of how to 
accomplish these goals. . 

The new moral ethos would at the same time bring enormous 
economic benefits to society. Under present conditions, the 
optimum population level that our resources can support is very 
much hindered by cultural and genetic handicaps. Because of the 
fact that, in recent decades, our population has been evolving 
downward genetically, we have to support increasing quantities of 
genetically defective individuals: unemployables, parasites, 
recidivist criminals, drug-addicts, the feeble-minded and the 
insane — all having to be cared for by society while in turn 
contributing nothing to society. All such individuals necessarily 
compete for available resources with more positive enterprises, 
such as the military, medical research and higher education. 

National survival in international competition will depend on the 
most efficient possible use of national resources, and we must face 
the decision as to whether we can afford to carry this kind of dead 
weight, or cut it away by means of negative eugenics or even 
stronger measures. 
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An example of the latter will be useful here. Contrary to liberal, 
humanist and (among some people at least) Christian views, the 
nationalist view of the habitual criminal should simply be that 
society does not need him. This type of criminal has deliberately 
chosen to act against society and he is therefore a negative force. 
Unless the lawbreaker can be easily and quickly re-educated and 
accommodated back within society to that society’s benefit, he 
should be simply got rid of — that is to say executed. Obvious 
candidates for such execution would be the recidivists mentioned 
earlier — plus other categories of criminal such as rapists and child 
molesters and the criminally insane of the Broadmoor category. 
Indeed, I would even argue that the new laws applying to these 
types should be implemented retroactively and that we rid society 
of these individuals once and for all. 


WAR 


Given the setting up in Britain of a racial nationalist state 
sometime in the future, an aggressive war waged against us by 
some external agency would become a very real possibility. In 
1933 National Socialist Germany broke with the established inter- 
national economic order and incurred the wrath of the international 
establishment, which then contrived a war to restore its hegemony. 
The same could happen again. 

The leadership of the new state in Britain will doubtless be aware 
of the dangers. With these in mind, a new attitude towards war 
must be engendered as an extension of the new culture, and this is 
best encapsulated in the old adage which says that: ‘‘True wars, 
wars between races, are merciless and fought to the last man, until 
one side or the other is eliminated without trace.”’ 

Bearing this in mind, it is interesting to note that those nations of 
the highest cultural productivity usually have turned out to be those 
most frequently involved in expansionism and in international 
conflict — our own nation being a very prominent example of this 
rule. At the same time there is on record a substantial correlation 
between cultural advance and success in war, and it is arguable that 
the outcome of victory in war — some recent historical exceptions 
notwithstanding — is likely to favour the more competent culture 
and thus effect an evolutionary advance; victory may win for a 
nation new mineral resources, advantageous strategic areas and, 
most importantly, land in which to pursue demographic expansion 
— necessarily displacing the original owners. 

For Britain, unlike Germany in 1933, there are no territorial 
claims upon other countries. Nevertheless, the lessons of recent 
history show that our enemies abroad would most certainly do 
everything possible to goad us into a war on some pretext or 
another, in order to destroy us. This would mean that we would 
have to exercise extreme prudence in the conduct of foreign affairs. 
A Britain governed according to racial nationalist principles would 
be more than a match for most nations, but in the event of our foes 
mobilising a massive world alliance against us there would 
obviously be some limit to our ability to resist; British diplomacy 
should take great care to thwart such a development. 

Though Britain parallels pre-war Germany in having a home 
territory and natural resources that are small in relation to the needs 
of the population, the parallel ends at that point; Britain does not 
require to take military action, as did Germany, to remedy such a 
defect; what is needed is simply political action, accompanied in 
cases by economic action, to strengthen ties with the countries of 
the White Commonwealth, in which abundant land and resouces 
exist to meet all likely needs of population increase in the 
foreseeable future. Ultimately, the objective should be nothing 
short of an Anglo-Saxon-Celtic. Empire comprising Britain, 
Canada, Australia, New Zealand and even parts of the USA — 
minus, in all cases, the non-Northern European elements. In the 
meantime, an Anglo-Saxon understanding would be an obvious 
first stage, this involving mutually agreed measures for the 
common defence of the Anglo-Saxon racial and cultural 
community throughout the globe. Such agreements could provide 
for continued expansion for maybe 200 years without recourse to 
expansion into alien lands. 


Ultimately, however, there will come a time when pressures of 
population on resources will propel our race to find further fields 
for sustenance, and that, inevitably, will involve armed conflict. 
Besides, long before such a time, it is likely that our enemies will 
force such a conflict upon us by the sheer incompatibility of 
interests that is bound to arise between them and us. Examples of 
this are: the pressure of overpopulated Asian countries like China 
or Indonesia against underpopulated Australia and New Zealand: 
alternatively, a contingency of the kind mentioned earlier, a purely 
political and economic war waged against Britain by the forces of 
internationalism. We must therefore at all times be prepared to act 
to ensure that in such conflicts we are the victors and not the 
vanquished. 

This is not to suggest that a racial nationalist state will be more 
likely to be aggressive than any other, only that nationalists 
recognise that war is a recurrent theme of history and that 
preparation to fight and win any war when it comes is an essential 
first task of any government. 


A EUGENIC AND GENETIC PROGRAMME 
FOR THE RACIAL NATIONALIST STATE 


The necessity for a programme of accelerated evolutionary 
avancement for our race has already been examined. I will now 
describe in broad terms just how this task should be accomplished. 
Before this, however, I must emphasise that such a programme has 
to overcome two huge obstacles. One is social custom, which will 
have to change to accommodate the new order of things; the other is 
natural human instinct, which has previously served us well but 
which, with the creation of new living conditions brought about by 
science, is now acting against our best interests. The most 
damaging aspect of this new breed of human instinct is what seems 
to be a natural love for any biped that happens to drop out of the 
womb. Allied to this is the hitherto accepted custom that 
conception is a private matter. 

But with the coming of the new society procreation will no 
longer be a private matter. Indeed, the birth of new babies will be 
one of the most changed aspects of the new cu:ture. Dr. Francis 
Crick put it well when he said: “‘If we can get across to people the 
idea that their children are not entirely their own business and that it 
is not a private matter, it would be an enormous step forward.”’ 

There are four phases to the racial nationalist eugenic and genetic 
programme, each of which I will study in turn. The first two of 
these are eugenic and should be implemented simultaneously, 
while the second two should properly be called genetic, and the 
latter of which is a logical extension of the first. 

The difference between a eugenic programme and a genetic one 
is roughly this: eugenics is understood here to be the production of 
fine offspring by the improvement of inherited qualities, and this is" 
largely what racehorse and cattle breeders are concerned with. 
Genetics, on the other hand, is the use of our knowledge of DNA 
(Deoxyribonucleic Acids) to produce better offspring, either 
through gene substitution or even the creation of entirely new 
genes. 

The four phases are: (a) Negative eugenic programme; (b) 
Positive eugenic programme; ( c) Positive genetic programme; (d) 
Genetic engineering programme. 


THE NEGATIVE EUGENIC PROGRAMME 


The first phase then is a negative eugenic programme, 
sometimes known as “‘bringing up the rear guard.’’ Negative 
eugenics will be a lot easier to implement because it defines what is 
defective and eliminates it, while positive eugenics has to define 
what is superior. 

Society has often called upon its best citizens to give their lives in 
the interests of public welfare. In a negative eugenic programme, it 
would not therefore be strange if we were to call upon those at the 
other end of the scale, the people who sap the strength of society, to 
make the much lesser sacrifice of sterilisation. Known carriers of 
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hereditary diseases should most certainly not be allowed to 
procreate. nor should the mentally sub-normal or physically 
deficient be allowed to do so — assuming that their handicaps are 
also hereditary. The same applies to certain criminal and anti-social 
classes where it can be predicted that their would-be offspring 
would either inherit such traits or pass them onto their offspring 
while avoiding them themselves. It might also be said that 
offspring are undesirable in the case of such parents where those 
offspring might acquire the parents’ traits by means of their 
upbringing. 

In all these cases, sterilisation would be the primary weapon in 
our fight for a better society in terms of a negative eugenics 
programme. 


CANDIDATES FOR EXTERMINATION 

Left: Peter Sutcliffe, the ‘Yorkshire Ripper’, who cut up young 
girls into pieces; right: Victor Miller, the sexual molester and 
murderer of 13-year-old Stuart Gough. These creatures are 
being kept in custody in safety and comfort at the taxpayer’s 
expense. Under a sane policy of negative eugenics, they would 
simply be liquidated without further ado 


In pursuit of this policy, the Government should, through newly 
created ministries, determine which individuals these measures 
would affect, and what would be the levels of physical or mental 
handicap affected. For instance, would curvature of the spine or a 
club foot be included — bearing in mind that there is no evidence of 
these conditions having an hereditary connection? Again, what 
level of IQ would be regarded as mentally sub-normal? 

These are just some of the considerations that would have to be 
borne in mind in any negative eugenics programme. My own 
feeling is that, while the classes of people with inherited defects 
discussed above should not be allowed to procreate, certain of them 
could be eligible to adopt children. Obviously, anti-social and 
criminal elements would be excluded from this, as these would be 
manifestly unfit to bring up such children. On the other hand, some 
of those with hereditary physical defects but who are of sound mind 
and character could provide a large constituency for adoption. 

Apart from the question of adoption, where the supply of 
children would be limited, there would also be the option of giving 
some of these parents parenthood by proxy. Genetically less gifted 
couples deemed unsuitable for breeding children could actually 
give birth to and rear the child or children of genetically more gifted 
parents. Basically, a mass programme of in vitro fertilisation (test- 
tube babies) would enable highly gifted children to be born to, and 
raised by, less gifted parents to the benefit of the whole of society 
(provided that there is no incompatibility of blood types between 
the baby-to-be and the adoptive mother). 

These measures of widespread adoption and proxy parenthood 
would do two things: (a) they would spread the financial burden of 
rearing the next generation in a way that puts less pressure on the 
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genetically most gifted; (b) they would alleviate social discontent 
within the adoptive classes. . 

Finally, within the negative eugenics programme there will be a 
need for a revaluation of values and a referal back to the new 
cultural ethos. Sexual selection — the value rating that members of 
one sex put on the other — needs to be reformed. This valuation 
should reflect what are truly the best types of men and women, and 
not the Hollywood pseudo-rating which holds up weedy men and 
massively overdeveloped women as the ideal representatives of 
their respective sexes. This would best be done via the arts, media 
and entertainment worlds. 


THE POSITIVE EUGENIC PROGRAMME 


At the same time as the negative eugenic programme begins to 
phase out, and even in some cases eliminate, the worst in our 
society, the positive eugenic programme will be initiated to 
complement it and provide a twin match. 

One of the first requirements will be for the genetically more 
gifted to increase their fertility rate. One of the needs here is, as 
stated before, for some categories of families among the 
genetically less endowed to adopt the offspring of the better 
endowed. At the same time, there should be a plentiful supply of 
‘test-tube’ babies, made available by impregnation of superior 
genes into the wombs of ‘adoptive’ women. 

But the bulk of the new society’s next generation would be born 
to and raised by the genetically gifted themselves. At present, 
biologically sound parents who can with difficulty support only 
two children at the most are burdened with taxes to support the 
illegitimate offspring of mental defectives. That situation must 
end. 

Excluding the very rich and very poor, it is probable that within 
80 per-cent of the population the earning capacity of people, 
especially men, is directly correlated to genetic quality, and that, 
generally speaking, the best brains earn the most money. To this 
extent, family size should reflect this situation and should 
correspond to earning capacity. The very poor should be 
discouraged from breeding, since poverty is at least partly 
inherited. In any case, the fact of the very poor having fewer or no 
children would lessen the economic burden on the rest of society. 

The very wealthy, on the other hand, should be given every 
possible incentive to have large families. They are, generally 
speaking, the best brains and racially the purest. They are in the 
best position economically to support large families. Finally, their 
offspring will get the best possible start to life. 

This measure for correlating wealth with family size is not of 
course perfect. It does not take account of speculators and sharp 
practitioners. Nor does it take account of inherited wealth where 
the heir is of bad stock or character. But it should not be beyond the 
wit of the state to devise special: legislation to cover these 
exceptions. The state might also arrange especially favourable 
incentives to be given to produce large families among those in 
altruistic occupations where income is not among the highest, such 
as nursing, teaching and the armed forces. 

It must also be borne in mind that, while in the society of today 
there are many exceptions to the rule that level of income reflects 
human worth, in a properly constituted racial nationalist society 
most of these anomalies would be corrected, and income would 
therefore much more accurately correspond to the earner’s value to 
society. The speculators and sharp practitioners referred to earlier 
would therefore have been almost entirely eliminated. 

Additionally, the point should be made that, barring altruistic 
professions, for which exceptions can be made, a eugenic 
programme related to income is a particularly attractive proposition 
because of its practical nature and easy implementation. 

There has always of course been an argument between the 
advocates of heredity and environment as the main factors in 
human development. As believers in a racial philosophy, we come 
down overwhelmingly on the side of the heredity school of 
thought, but this is not to say that we rule out environmental factors 

Contd. on page 20 


SIR: I was sorry that a naval reader was upset 
by your views on Churchill, and I think your 
letter to him was very courteous. Just for the 
record, I served in the Navy before the war, 
all through the war and for many years 
afterwards as a motor gunboat commander in 
the Channel (1942-43) and destroyer gunnery 
officer in North Russia (1944). I had no time 
for Churchill, and even less for Eden and 
Macmillan. 

I am glad you have started a group in 
Inverness, as the Scottish National Party is as 
much a true national party as the orifice under 
a camel’s tail! 

M. FORSYTH-GRANT 
Ecclesgreig, Montrose 


SIR: With reference to ‘Getting History 
Right’, the decision of a reader to cancel his 
subscription to Spearhead because he was 
offended at articles critical of Sir Winston 
Churchill is beyond my comprehension, and I 
write as a Second World War soldier. 

The 4/7th Dragoon Guards, a regiment 
with which I served during the European 
campaign, suffered 93 tanks destroyed and 48 
damaged between D Day and the end of the 
war. Of a total strength of some eight- 
hundred men, 150 were killed in action and 
about 250 wounded. I grieve for them, yet 
they were all sacrificed to enable the 
politicians, including Churchill, to reduce our 
nation to its present appalling level. 

Churchill as Prime Minister was also 
responsible for the massed killing of German 
civilians by the bombing of undefended cities 
in the later stages of the war. Dresden, for 
example, was crowded with innocent women 
and children, refugees from the East; but the 
bloodthirsty Churchill still ordered the RAF 
bombers to destroy the city. 

F. DAWBER 
Hyde, Ches. 


SIR: On the subject of Sir Winston Churchill, 
I believe our Leader’s opinion is absolutely 
correct. 

Obviously, the reader who was offended at 
criticisms of Churchill, having served in the 
Navy in World War II, has stood too close to 
the picture to see it in true perspective. Mr. 
Tyndall has the broader view, and sees 
correctly the appalling consequences of 
Churchill’s leadership for this country and for 


Europe. 

In fact, Hitler knew only too well — and 
said so over the radio — that for us to go to 
war with Germany would certainly lead to the 


_ loss of our Empire. That is why, immediately 


after Dunkirk, he appealed to Mr. Churchill 

‘* | not as the vanquished begging for mercy, 

but in the name of reason, why should this 
war go on?”’ 

P. FORDER-WHITE 

Alderholt, nr. Fordingbridge, Hants. 


SIR: Can any readers explain the almost 
complete absense of black faces from the 
‘Free Mandela’ Wembley concert recently 
shown again on TV? They were conspicuous 
for not being there in a sea of Whites 
demeaning themselves, swaying to the throb 
of the jungle. 

Is this another case of Blacks spurning 
Whites whose help they despise? The liberal 
do-gooders of course never learn that they 
aren’t wanted by their black ‘brothers’. 

J.M. TAYLOR 
London W.11 


SIR: With reference to the Paddy Ashdown 
letter to Mr. Rhodes concerning Spearhead, I 
don’t find anything offensive or unpleasant 
about a magazine that aims to tell the truth. 
However, what is offensive and distasteful is 
a politician who seeks to obscure the truth 
from the British people, and who could stoop 
to write such a childish and petty-minded 
letter. 
One would expect moré common sense 
from a former Marine officer. 
J. WOOTTON (Mrs. ) 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: I should like to offer one minor criticism 
of the excellent article by James Mottram in 
your January issue. 

Mr. Mottram states that ‘‘the individual 
who has difficulty in finding a marriage 
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partner is one who combines physical 
repulsiveness with an evil disposition.’’ He 
infers that that is the reason why Europeans 
marry Negroes — yet alongside this state- 
ment is a photograph of a not unattractive 
white woman wedding a Negro! 

I consider Mr. Mottram’s position on this 
matter to be an over-simplification of the 
subject, and one not borne out by the facts. 
There are a number of different types of 
people who consort sexually with members of 
other races; all are neurotic, unstable persons, 
and the following examples come to mind:- 

First, there is the sado-masochist, of which 
there are two types. The more common one is 
the individual who derives pleasure from 
being degraded and humiliated. The other 
type has a craving to dominate, and wants a 
partner to be their ‘pet’. 

Then there is the person who is so grossly 
inhibited that they cannot express their 
feelings towards their own people but can do 
so with members of other races. This is 
known, appropriately, as the ‘non-persona 
complex’. 

Another type we all know only too well: the 
poor, suffering ‘martyr’. This type of person 
has excessive guilt feelings, usually entirely 
without any rational justification. Such a 
person needs to serve the ‘oppressed’ in order 
to gain absolution for his or her imagined 
‘sins’ — or more likely our collective ‘sin’ 
against all coloured folk. 

Whilst this list does not exhaust the classes 
of these oddballs, there is one other I should 
mention, i.e. the psychopathic negativist. 
This creature is profoundly inadequate; he or 
she obstructs every effort to help him/her and 
always ‘bites the hand that feeds’. Such a 
person associates with coloureds as a protest 
against our own society and positively enjoys 
stirring up hatred. 

P. WILLIAMS 
Potter Heigham, Norfolk 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE ZIONIST FACTOR (Ivor Benson) £6.50. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 

THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 31Spp: 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
‘simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 
63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: [filtration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 
ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each cdse do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by calculat- 
ing one eighth the total value of the order. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders, and 
all cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service only and not included 
in remittances sent for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if BNP 


Book Service is marked on the envelope. New - 


titles are indicated by asterisks. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 


century decline in the political, industrial and military 


fields. 643pp. 
THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 


Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the’ 


jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 

F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 
papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLIGN RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 
NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 


scholarly exposure of these cynical travesties of justice. 


1978, 68pp. _ 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST? (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, | 1Spp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE* (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE* 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie's 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian school- 
teacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

THEY DARE TO SPEAK OUT* (Paul Findley) 
£12.95. The author was an Illinois Congressman for 20 
years until he fell foul of the Israeli lobby. This book 
describes the stranglehold of Zionist power over 
American politicians, academics and media. Even those 
familiar with the subject will find this book a revelation. 
1985, 362pp. 
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POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 
THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES. (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 
THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 
IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
oh modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
PP- 
THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 


Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Paes disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, | 
Pp. 
TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3:25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 
CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned bv all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 
GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 
THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic. 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 
THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 
THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 
THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 
IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 
THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 
RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


A resume of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 24p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 44p post-free. 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP leaflets (two-sided) 


How to spot a red teacher. Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic and ‘right-wing’ slogans, while their underlying 
policies are leading to the destruction of Britain. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
on the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP leaflets (one-sided) 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how vast numbers of British jobs 
are being destroyed by the international free-trade 
policies of successive governments. A brief and concise 
argument for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 

If we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous BNP 
leaflet, drawing attention to special favours and 
privileges granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — 
particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Derelict Britain. Leaflet with photo exhibiting rotting 
urban landscape, calling upon people to help fight against 
the politicians who have brought this about. Mentions 
unemployment, bad housing, immigration, crime, etc. 
Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting loyalists in Northern 
Ireland and listing BNP policies for the province. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.60 for 1,000 and £3.00 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. i 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 


ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. , 


Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 


What’s happened to free speech? Update of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
silence those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Drawing of white man with gag. 

Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 


These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


BNP stickers 
With slogans:- 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 

Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 


Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in and are available in 
gummed-backed_ or self-adhesive form, each 
containing BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Gummed-back stickers cost £4.00 per 
1,000 or 40p per 100, self-adhesive £1.50 per 100. 
Postage costs 26p per 100. 


BNP recordings 

Rally ’87. 22-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price: £15 plus 64p p&p. 


Rally ‘82. Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!" 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- ~ 

Side |: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The case for nationalism’ (the inter- 


New BNP leaflets 
(SAMPLE BELOW) 


Immigration: 
the time to say © 


STOP! 


DO YOU THINK... 


| t 
} 
| @ That the Government is not doing nearly 
| enough to control the numbers of immigrants 
coming into this country (still at least 60,000 a 
| year)? 
@ That the multi-racial experiment is not 
working? i 
@ That government should launch a scheme for 
the repatriation of immigrants to their homelands 
— with generous resettlement grants and fares 
paid — as a solution to the race problem and an_ i 
| alternative to race conflict in Britain? ! 


IF SO, YOUR PLACE IS WITH US! | 
| 


| Find out more about us by writing for information. Please fill in your name and address 
below and send it to us, together with 30p in stamps to cover costs. 


Name. 
Address. 


| BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
\ Printed & published by BNP, PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb* (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a. 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 26p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to 9 Johnson Place, 
Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beer mats, 
ball pens, coffee mugs, etc. 
BNP stickers with slogans:- 


(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Ulster British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive. with party logo, 
name and address. 

Prices (incl. postage): £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; 
£12.50 for 1,000. 

Tmee-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red, white* 
and blue (self-adhesive). 

Prices (incl. postage): 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 
2.5in diameter £6.25 for 500. 

Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
the magazine. 

Prices (incl. postage): £1.19 per 100 or £5 for roll of 
500. 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. i 

Samples for £1 or packs at: £5/£10/£20 (incl. postage) 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 (incl. post) 


BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 
blue on each sheet. / notepad: £1 plus 26p post; 4 
notepads: £4 plus 90p post. 


BNP ball pens (mixed). All stamped with party name: 25 
VOrL), 


BNP pencils (mixed). All stamped with party name. 30 


for £5. 


White china coffee mugs with famous red, white and blue 
BNP logo on front and back. The mugs have a half-pint 
capacity, and fully washable and British-made. 


1-5 mugs at £2.25 each; 6-15 mugs at £2.00 each; 16- 
plus mugs at £1.75 each. Price does not include 
postage — please return postage cost on receipt of your 
parcel. 


Candour 
British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £6.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


Behind the News 

Highly informative newsletter, edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury. Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1E0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 1740. 
Behind the News isa must for your reading table. 


The Truth at Last 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061. U.S.A. 
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NEW BUILDING FUND: 
£4,223.00 NEEDED! 


Last month’s total of contributions to the New 
Building Fund was a considerable improvement on 
previous months, amounting to £350.12. This was in 


£5,000 


£4,000 


large part due to a particularly generous contribution by 


Mr. Neil Farnell of Croydon of £200! This is not the first 


£3,000 


time Mr. Farnell has made a fine sacrifice of this kind, and 


he should serve as an example to others. 

Much money still needs to be raised to equip the party 
building to function efficiently and to be safe and secu:e. 
Please mark all donations ‘New Building Fund’ and post 


£2,000 


£1,000 


them to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


The prancing 


Prince , 
by SNIPER 


He jiggles and twists, and wiggles his wrists, 
Disports himself something alarming; 

It’s Charlie the Chimp, our playful Royal wimp; 
Don’t you find it all just too-too charming? 


Tomorrow a King, with many a thing 
To keep him both sober and busy; 

But now to cavort, to show he’s a sport, 
With dusky Laverne and black Lizzie! 


It earns him a cheer from those who are here 
To share both our land and our money; 

They just love to see (it fills them with glee!) 
This soppy, flop-hoppy Royal bunny. 


To see that Royal mug, a-cutting a rug, 

Would set great Victoria tutting; 

But plump, well-heeled CREeps and media bleeps 
Rejoice in such racy Royal rutting! 


And this is our Prince (do try not to wince); 
He’s doing it just to please Mummy; 

She too loves a tan, a Commonwealth Man, 
So roll over Chas., and play Dummy. 


For Royalty today must show us the way 

To love and be loved by all races; 

So don’t look askance; let poor Charlie.dance — 
And to hell with the Throne he disgraces! 


British Nationalist 
British Nationalist is a tabloid published in: 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 37p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £4.42 (British Isles) or 
£6 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are as 
follows:- 


10 copies £2.00 + 52p post 

25 copies £4.50 + £1.70 post 

50 copies £8.00 + £2.10 post 
100 copies £14.00 + £2.80 post 
150 copies £20.00 + £3.00 post 
200 copies £25.00 + £3.45 post 
300 copies £35.00 + £4.00 post 
400 copies £44.00 + £5.00 post 
500 copies £53.00 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £103.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders tu British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 


Page eighteen 


OBITUARIES 
JIM TILLOTSON 


We were saddened to hear of the death of 
Mr. Jim Tillotson, of Dorset, in December. 
Mr. Tillotson had been an active nationalist 
for many years and a loyal member of the 
BNP. Two years previously, he had lost his 
wife, and this affected him greatly, bringing 
about a rapid decline, although he was by no 
means an old man. 

Jim Tillotson served in the British armed 
forces during World War II and for some time 
afterwards lived in the United States. 
Returning to this country, he was horrified at 
the change in national morale and outlook. 
From then on, he became active in political 
movements and became quite a respected 
authority on the forces that were working for 
national destruction. He worked for Lady 
Jane Birdwood’s petition against 
immigration, then joined the National Front, 
standing as NF candidate in West Dorset in 
the 1979 general election. Later he moved to 
the BNP. 

Totally absorbed in informing himself and 
others about the evil powers threatening 
Britain, Jim Tillotson literally gave his life for 
his country. 


JAMES McINTYRE 


It was a surprise for us to hear recently of 
the death of James McIntyre at his home in 
Kent at the age of only 58. 

Jim McIntyre was a Scot from Ayrshire 
who moved south and became an art student, 
at the same time joining the nationalist 
movement. He ran a student magazine in the 
1960s called New Nation. Later, he moved 
to Kent and went into business as an art 
renovator. His main contribution to the 
movement in later years was in cinema- 
tography, and he made a number of very 
valuable films that were of assistance to our 
cause. 

We take this opportunity to extend our 
deepest sympathies to his wife and family. 


GEOFF PARKER 


Geoff Parker, of Bromley BNP, died last 
month of a heart ailment, aged 60. 


New look and 
new price 


As from this month, Spearhead is 
being produced in new front-page 
format, on better quality of paper and 
with the price increased to 60p. 

Recent increases in printing charges 
have made it necessary for some price 
increase to be made, even using the 
paper used in the past. We decided that 
we would go slightly further in raising the 
price (we have not done so for several 
years) and adopt much better paper and 
much improve the look of the magazine. 
We anticipate that most readers will be 
pleased with the new-look Spearhead 
and feel the higher price worthwhile. 
Henceforth they will have a much more 
impressively produced magazine to 
show to would-be converts. 

With the new price, we have worked 
out new subscription and bulk-purchase 
rates, which can be found on page 15. 
Please note that all readers with existing 
subscriptions still to run will have those 
subscriptions honoured at the old rate, 
and will only have to pay the increased 
rate when they renew. 

The new price is necessitated also by 
the fact that the paper now used is 
heavier and thus raises the cost of 
postage. 

Regarding the new front-page format, 
we have maintained the old format for a 
long time and have become rather 
attached to it. However, a new format of 
improved design was suggested to us 
and we have thought it right to adopt it in 
the interests of progress. We are 
indebted for the design of this new front- 
page format to Mr. lan Sloan, who also 
designed the cover for the book The 
Eleventh Hour. 


In earlier years, Geoff was a sterling 
activist and was organiser of Bromley Branch 
of the National Front in the early to middle ° 
1970s. He was one of many who left the Front 
for the BNP at the outset of the eighties. In 
later years he was not able to be as active as 
formerly but still assisted with generous 
donations to funds — although he was not a 
wealthy man. 

We will miss, in Geoff Parker, a sincere 
and dedicated nationalist who was respected 
by all who knew him.. 


BUILDING SOON TO OPEN 


The long-awaited BNP building is now 
very nearly ready to open. A few more 
fittings will be necessary, and these will be 
completed during the coming month. Also, 
arrangements are still being completed for 
the building to have the staff necessary to 
keep it manned for four days a week. This 
too should be settled by the end of March. 

A great deal, however, still has to be 
done to obtain efficient office equipment. 
Hence the New Building Fund. 


A CONFERENCE of British National Party 
branch organisers from the London area and 
selected regional officials from other parts of 
the country was held in London on the 28th 
January. At this conference, the officials 
present were addressed by John Tyndall in a 
talk in which the BNP leader outlined the 
main tasks and priorities of the new year. Mr. 
Tyndall spoke of the need of all branches to 
make the very most of their available 
resources in the promotion of activity. In 
some branches there were slack attitudes and 


appeal. 

There was a tendency in some branches, 
Mr. Tyndall said, to rely too heavily on a hard 
core of long-established activists and not to 
go out looking for new activists. The 
consequence of this was that, if one or two 
key activists among the old reliables were 
forced to drop out, replacements for them 


THE LONDON CONFERENCE 


The assembled company discusses propaganda 


an absence of will to translate into action 
principles of organisation and _ party 
promotion that had long been well under- 
stood. In the coming year, he said, 
headquarters will be monitoring local 
performance much more closely and, where 
necessary, opposing slackness and lethargy 
with firm measures. 


Absolute priority during 1989, Mr. 


Tyndall said, would be given to increasing the 
party’s size of membership, and this required 
a constant reassessment of the quality of the 
party’s propaganda and its recruitment 


You are invited to join a housing co-oper- 
ative. Need help? Want to help? Write to: 
‘Housing’, BM Box 3958, London WC1N 3XX. 


__ would be appreciated. 


SUPPORT FUND: 


This month we are asking our supporters to contribute more 
than usual to our Support Fund. Recently we were forced to pay 
for repairs to our typesetting machine which landed us with a bill 

_ which (excluding VAT) comes to £144. 27. This hurt! It would be 
greatly appreciated if readers would help us replenish the funds 
depleted by payment of this bill. 

Please send all contributions to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of 
less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case SAE 


were not readily available. A branch 
organiser should not blame bad luck for the 
loss of key activists, resulting in a slackening 
of activity, for if the branch had been 
regularly engaged in promotion and recruit- 
ment, new activists would be available to 
replace the old. 


PROPAGANDA AND ACTIVITIES 


This talk was followed by a discussion on 
party promotional material and general 
propaganda. Then in the afternoon session 
there was a discussion of major activities for 


-the coming year, with fair balance given to 


every region in which the party was active. As 


MORE NEEDED! 


BNP plans for 1989 


a result of this discussion, plans have been 
drawn up for rallies and/or demonstrations in 
London, Birmingham, Dewsbury (Yorks), 
Leicester, Loughton (Essex), Tonbridge 
(Kent), NE England, Northern Ireland 
and Scotland. Further details of these 
activities will be given as the time for them 
approaches. 


Contact your 


local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over most 
of the areas of the United Kingdom. Below we 
give a list of the addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON: 

PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 
WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 
EPPING FOREST 

PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 3BU 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


EAST MIDLANDS 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
LEEDS & BRADFORD 

PO Box BR1O, Bramley, Leeds 13 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HDI 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 101, Wakefield WF2 9X Y 
DONCASTER 

PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 


SHEFFIELD 
PO Box 44, Sheffield, S. Yorks. S1 1ES 


DARLINGTON 
PO Box 61, Darlington, Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


D0 ED SARS RESTA RS IRS PREIS DR? IO ET EE RTE SA PEN ST TERE ERE IPT CE ELSE SION, ES SE 
oa 
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The BNP also has units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, 
Brierley Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, 
Nottingham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & 
Bury. Rochdale, Warrington, Hull, Halifax 
Dewsbury, Sunderland, Cumbria and Inverness. 
If you want to make contact with any of these , 
units, or start a néw unit, please write to BNP 
Head Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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GENETICS AND CULTURE INA 


RACIAL NATIONALIST STATE 
(Contd. from page 14) 


entirely. It should be stated that, in the case of the wealthy (i.e. 
probably those with the best genetic endowment), an effective 
education, applied to natural talents with suficient intensity, 
merely magnifies the effects of innate differences — although 
naturally it will be the aim that all children would receive an 
excellent education in the new racial nationalist state. 

While relating a eugenic programme to income size, there is one 
law of evolution which we must be sure not to forget. This is 
that the rule of natural selection which operates between 
individuals within a single society must always, where necessary, 
be superseded by the requirements of natural selection on a global 
scale, that is natural selection between the nations and races of the 
world. For our own race and nation to be successful at this level of 
global natural selection, we must achieve a high degree of internal 
social cohesion, and this to some extent places limits on how far we 
allow the rules of natural selection to operate internally. Ultimately 
the question of who survives at a global level will rest on societies 
and not individuals. In any areas where there is a tendency for 
natural selection to operate in favour of the individual at the 


expense of society, then such a conflict must be identified and’ 


resolved in favour of society. Otherwise our society could, despite 
individually high levels, be weakened in its ability to survive under 
global pressure. 

A eugenic programme employing negative and positive eugenic 
policies serves basically to restrict the birthrate of the lower human 


types and to accelerate the birthrate of the higher human types. But 
the two eugenic programmes would need to be carefully controlled 
and co-ordinated, with a continual analysis of trends, results and 
problems. For the monitoring of these programmes and for the 
furtherance of the social and genetic well-being of the nation, a 
scientific research institute for genetics will need to be established. 
At the same time, scientific research generally will need to be 
massively increased to facilitate the advance of the ‘new society. 
Along with a large genetic research programme, there will be a 
need for thousands of technicians involved within Phase 3 of the 
programme, that is to say the part concerned with positive genetics. 
The scientific research institute for genetics should report directly 
and regularly to the ministry responsible, which will need to be 
created, as said before. This new Ministry of Genetics would, 
because of its function, rank as the most important of all sections of 
the Government. Furthermore, the creation of new institutions and 
an establishment apparatus of our own making would further help 
safeguard our political position and entrench the racial nationalist 
state. 

These two phases of negative and positive eugenics within the 
overall eugenic programme provide a first-stage attempt to check 
the nation’s qualitative genetic decline while maintaining, and 
hopefully increasing, its overall birthrate. 

Up to this point, nationalists should be in fairly wide agreement. 
I would, however, go further. There are two more phases for a 
complete genetics programme which I believe should be explored, 
and these constitute the core of the debate. I will examine them in 
Part 3 of this essay. 


TO BE CONTINUED NEXT MONTH 


Campus reds harass BNP man 


KEVIN SCOTT, one of the leading British 
National Party activists in the North East of 
England, enrolled last October at Newcastle 
University. Almost from the start, he ran up 
against a vicious and spiteful gang of left-wing 
militants, who, although a small minority at the 
university, effectively control all politics there. 
Mr. Scott had in fact intended not to get 
involved in political activities at the university but 
to concentrate on his studies. However, very soon 
after his arrival there the reds recognised him as 
having been an active nationalist and began a 
campaign to get him expelled from the campus. 
They issued an inflammatory leaflet headed ‘Nazi 
joins university’, which went on to say to would- 
be readers that ‘‘We feel that this individual and 
the promotion of his beliefs around the university 
could pose a threat to your safety and well- 
being.’’ The reds simultaneously prepared a 


motion to be proposed at the next Union meeting 
to the effect that all ‘fascists’ should be expelled 
from the university and that all ‘fascist’ or ‘racist’ 
activity at the university should be banned. 

At the same time, students were circularised 
with a letter asking them to spy on Mr. Scott and 
report anything he did in the way of political 
activity — despite the fact that, up to that time, he 
had done nothing! 

At the meeting calling for the expulsion of all 
‘fascists’ (by implication, Mr. Scott), legal advice 
was given that such a motion was contrary to 
university rules and also illegal. The meeting, 
which had been termed an ‘Extraordinary General 
Meeting’, was thereupon declared null and void 
by the Union Executive. Undeterred, the reds then 
called their own special meeting, at which the 
motion was passed. It was later withdrawn, 
however, after further legal advice. 


A little later, ex-nationalist renegade Ray Hill 
visited the university to speak at a meeting. At this 
meeting Kevin Scott challenged him by asking 
him what royalties he was receiving for his book 
The Other Face of Terror, and also about a case 
of alleged blackmail in which he had been 
involved near his home in Lincolnshire. Hill 
thereupon punched him. At an inquest into the 


» incident, however, Mr. Scott was treated as the 


guilty party in the incident and expelled from the 
Union. This punishment was later suspended on 
appeal. 
What the future holds for Kevin Scott at 
Newcastle University is not yet known. He has 
gone on record, however, as saying that: ‘“There 
is no way a bunch of social inadequates are going 
to deprive me of my right to attend Newcastle 
University... intend to resist with thé utmost 


“vigour...” 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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